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African catastrophe 


‘Should our folk in Rhodesia be forced, by 
whatever foul means, to submit to the Wil- 
sonian doctrine of ‘One Man, One Vote’, 
... Who and what will benefit? Certainly not 
the black population — for whom ‘one 
vote’ will mean literally that: the party 
elected will take any steps... to see that it 
soon becomes the only party. This has been 
the pattern in every ‘independent’ black 
state. Certainly not the white population 
who, if they survive at all, will soon 
withdraw their skills and knowledge to 
South Africa or some other country... 
where a sane system of government oper- 
ates. Certainly not the British people of 
these islands, who will have lost a stout 
ally, a secure base in Africa and a colony 
that has been financially independent for 
years; and will gain yet another Common- 
wealth country incapable of orderly self- 
rule, a further drain on our... monetary 
reserves and another black demagogue to 
insult us. 
Spearhead (February/March 1966) 


Africa last month provided two flashpoints 


Nationalist comment 


WHITES UNDER SIEGE 
This white family in ‘Zimbabwe’ (formerly Rhodesia), like others in the country, is 
forced to live in conditions of constant threat of attack by black gangs who somehow 
think they have a right to the land that Whites have cultivated and made rich. Hence 
the tight security arrangements. In fact, before the Whites came Africans occupied the 
land for centuries without making it fertile or profitable. 


of chaos and catastrophe which simply under- 
line everything that we have written about that 
continent over the past 35 years. Back in 
1966, when the then British Premier Harold 
Wilson was trying to bulldoze the white Rho- 
desians into accepting black majority rule, we 
published the words quoted at the beginning of 
this column. In all except the minutest detail, 
they ring true today. Not all Whites in what is 
now called ‘Zimbabwe’ have left yet, but the 
population is now down to about 80,000 from 
its previous figure of nearly a quarter of a 
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million, and no White ‘Zimbabwean’ with any 
sense would go and settle in neighbouring 
South Africa, which is rapidly going the same 
way down the tubes as a result of the disman- 
tlement of apartheid and the takeover of the 
country by the African-dominated ANC. 

Whilst the major blame for what has 
happened in Southern Africa lies with Britain 
and the United States, which in the 1960s and 
later were the powers chiefly exerting pressure 
on the Whites to surrender there, White South 
Africans and Rhodesians themselves cannot 
escape some responsibility. Many of them, 
while not being exactly enchanted with the 
idea of giving up their control, naively hoped 
that, with their moderating influence still 
present, their future black rulers would govern 
with good sense and restraint, making possible 
a genuine ‘multi-racial democracy’ — a com- 
plete chimera in the real world but neverthe- 
less something exercising a seductive charm on 
well-meaning people then and now. 

Now these Whites in ‘Zimbabwe’ and South 
Africa are reaping the whirlwind. Recent full- 
length articles in Spearhead by John Morse 
have focused on what has been happening in 
the latter country. Last month, however, the 
focus switched dramatically to former Rho- 
desia, as local bigshot Robert Mugabe stepped 
up his drive to oust Whites from their farms 
throughout the country by means of intim- 
idation and terror. 

Mugabe, one of the worst of the many 
gangsters to take over African countries foll- 
Owing white capitulation, has deliberately 
incited his cohorts to these acts against the 
white population. He has used a facile argu- 
ment: the land the Whites occupy belonged to 
them (the Blacks) before the Whites came and 
took it from them; so now the Blacks are 
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perfectly within their rights in seizing it back. 
Of course, Mr. Mugabe conveniently ignores 
the fact that a large number of contemporary 
black ‘Zimbabweans’ have no ancestral conn- 
ection whatever with the land they are att- 
empting to seize, having come to settle on it a 
great deal later than the Whites. He also 
ignores the fact that that same land lay fallow 
for countless centuries before the first Whites 
arrived because whatever black occupants did 
live there had never heard nor thought of such 
a thing as agriculture but instead practised, at 
the best, a primitive form of livestock and fruit 
farming in which the livestock reserves were 
indiscriminately plundered with never a 
thought for replacing them by systematic con- 
servation and breeding. It is the old story: 
what the White Man has created by his own 
brains and effort the Black Man has the right 
to take — or, as Marx would put it, the ‘‘re- 
distribution of wealth.”’ 

The pattern has become familiar. Black 
gangs arrive, often drunk, at a farm in the 
remote bush. They bang on the gates and 
demand to be allowed to move in and take 
over. If the owner tries to contact the police, 
the latter either are not interested or, at the 
best, arrive on the scene far too late to do 
anything. By this process, numerous white 
farmers and their families have been 
murdered. But can we expect the British 
Government — only too ready to scream in 
Outrage at real or alleged violations of ‘human 
rights’ in Iraq, Kosovo, China or Chile — to 
register any protest? Not a bit of it! While 
Rhodesian Whites, most of whom are of 
British descent, are on the receiving end of this 
mayhem and barbarism, government ministers 
here conveniently look the other way and 
pretend nothing is happening. 

But all this is only the tip of the iceberg in 
‘multi-racial’ Zimbabwe. Everything _ is 
breaking down: the currency is collapsing; 
people are starving; hospitals are running out 
of medicine; AIDS is going through the roof; 
the entire politics of the country are riddled 
with corruption. 

In the meantime, over in neighbouring 
Mozambique during February and March the 
country was devasted by floods. There is 
nothing unique about flooding. Parts of the 
USA get it regularly; there were appalling 
floods in Germany and Poland a year or two 
back; we have them in Britain now and then. 
We cope. Help from outside is always grate- 
fully received if it comes, but we, the 
Germans, Poles, Americans and others rely 
mainly on our own resources to overcome the 
crises. 

Granted, the recent floods in Mozambique 
were on an unusually large scale — much 
larger than anything within our own exper- 
ience. But in response to this, the natives were 
scarcely capable of doing anything, and relied 
almost wholly on outsiders — mainly from 
Europe and the USA — to deal with the crisis. 


Even neighbouring African countries were 
next to useless. Stephen Glover, writing in the 
Daily Mail on March 2nd said that: ‘‘... with 
the notable exception of South Africa, they are 
doing nothing.’’ He continued:- 

“You might think this is because they are 

poor. But even poor countries in Africa spend 

a lot of money on defence, and most of them 

have helicopters at their disposal that have not 

been deployed in Mozambique.”’ 


As always, when Africans are in trouble, it 
is their white former colonial masters to whom 
they turn to get them out of it — together with 
other Whites, like the Americans. 

The whole saga of post-colonial Africa has 
been a nightmare, both for the few Whites 
remaining there and for the myriad hundreds 
of millions of native black inhibitants. Yet it 
was all not only predictable but thoroughly 
predicted. We did our own tiny bit in these 
columns 34 years ago, along with others not 
hypnotised by the modern mania of ‘race 
equality’. Few would then listen to us but, 
now that the chickens are coming home to 
roost, liberals the world over — including no 
small number in the British press — are now 
starting to scratch their heads and ponder on 
where their pretty dreams went wrong. Some 
— and they are growing in number — are 
even bringing themselves to say the formerly 
unsayble: that decolonisation in Africa has 
been an almost unmitigated disaster. 

Reality is wreaking havoc with the cosy 
theories of the liberals, leftists, one-worlders 
and race-egalitarians. And in the end it will 
always be the rock of reality and of nature on 
which the quack doctrines of deluded mankind 
flounder and disintegrate. 


A question of priorities 

Meanwhile back in Britain, insanity is alive 
and well. Two black undercover police officers 
lived as man and wife on a council estate in 
Greenwich, South East London, for ten days 
in an unsuccessful attempt to trap ‘racists’. 

The pair occupied a home watched by a 
team of surveillance officers — to see if their 
arrival there would provoke racial incidents. 
Their car and ‘home’ were protected by sur- 
veillance devices, so that a back-up team of six 
police officers posted close by could quickly 
get to scene if trouble thratened. 

The operation costs thousands of pounds but 
in the days in which it was kept up not a 
single incident occurred. It was then called off, 
no doubt with the jackass who initiated it 
bitterly disappointed. 

Police spokesman Det. Inspector Darren 
Curtis denied it had all been a waste of time 
and resources, and said the operation would be 
tried again before long. ‘‘Sooner or later we 
will get a bite,’’ he insisted. 

Meanwhile, throughout the area rapes, 
muggings, burglaries and other real crimes are 
epidemic, with most of the offenders never 


caught because police manpower and resources 
are insufficient to cope with them. 
All a question of priorities, isn’t it? 


Crying wolf 
Ealing (West London) Division of . the 
Metropolitan Police recently experienced a 


rash of the most horrible ‘racism’. In what - 


appeared to be an organised campaign, officers 
belonging to the ethnic minorities started 
receiving ‘racist’ letters and literature through 
the post and were quick to complain about it. 
They included Sergeant Gurpal Singh Virdi, a 
Sikh. 

All hell broke loose. Alarms were sounded 
everywhere about the sinister ‘racist’ threat, 
and senior officers made declarations that they 
would hunt down the culprit(s) and bring the 
campaign to a stop. 

Eventually, the culprit was hunted down. He 
was none other than Sergeant Virdi himself. It 
transpired that the Sergeant was peeved at 
being denied promotion which he believed was 
due to him and attributed this to ‘racism’. 

So, to underline his point that the police 
establishment at Ealing was filled with ‘racists’ 
he launched his campaign. 

Sergeant Virdi is now looking for alternative 
employment. 


A few stages nearer 
to the wimp army 


Since we looked in depth a year or two back 
into the campaign to pansify Britain’s armed 
forces, more ‘progress’ (if that be the word) 
has been made in this direction. 

The latest idiocy emanating from our New 
Labour Government is that drill sergeants will 
no longer be allowed to shout at recruits. 

Nor will it be permissible for them to mete 
out traditional punishments like instant press- 
ups in full kit and midnight marches. 

Last year 4,000 would-be servicemen 
dropped out of basic training because they 
couldn’t stand the vigorous régime. It is 
thought that many of these, apart from being 
just not up to it physically, became emotional 
wrecks after what was seen as ‘bullying’ by 
NCOs. 

Poor dears! 

Now the much-feared drill instructors are 
being sent for retraining in a ‘softly-softly’ 
approach. Apparently, part of this retraining 
will be to put the NCOs through some of the 
same rough treatment as they themselves are 
accustomed to dishing out. 

Just to enable them to understand how it 
feels to be on the receiving end. 

Another idea was to forbid NCOs to swear 
at the men, but this was dropped because it 
was thought to be impossible! 

As we have said before, if the High Com- 
mand so readily capitulates to this nonsense 
what use is it going to be in front of an enemy 
in war? 
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Time to 


sideline 
this royal 
clown 


Ethnic groveller Charles 
forfeits all right to be 
future King 


Spearhead and, we hope, the British 
National Party will always be staunch 
supporters of the British Monarchy. The 
Monarchy as an institution is not only an 
essential part of our national tradition but 
is also an equally essential intrument of 
policy when it comes to protecting and 
furthering Britain’s worldwide interests. 

But this does not mean that individuals 
of the Royal Family should be above 
criticism. Indeed, the very survival of the 
Monarchy in public esteem requires that 
when people representing it fall from 
appropriate standards of behaviour they 
should be censured — and, when nec- 
essary, discarded. 

For a long time, Spearhead has 
watched with dismay and revulsion the 
public behaviour of Charles, Prince of 
Wales and Heir to the Throne. 

Charles’ marital problems — mainly of 
his own making — have been well cov- 
ered by the mainstream news media and 
need not be dwelt upon any further here. 

What has invited much less media 
comment has been the tendency of HRH 
to go to ludicrous lengths to make 
himself popular with Britain’s ethnic 
minorities — lengths wholly unnecessary 


|. even given the nature of his royal duties. 
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We have lost count of the occasions over the 
years when the Prince has had himself pictured 


making fawning gestures towards black and Asian . 


groups, ostentatiously embracing their women and 
prancing about on dance floors in unedifying 
imitation of negroid rhythms. 

The last straw came when Charlie visited the 
Caribbean in February, having himself snapped in a 
series of ridiculous poses (samples on this page), 
once again in an effort to ingratiate himself with 
the ‘ethnics’ — there and at home. 

We regard this kind of undignified conduct as a 
disgrace to the Monarchy and, above all, a 
disgrace to Britain. 

This is why we believe it is time for Charlie to be 
stood down as Prince of Wales and as future King. 

For this time he has gone a grovel too far. 
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On defence... Labour’s approach has 
changed dramatically since the days when 
Tony Blair belonged to CND. As a result, the 
threat to Britain’s defence capability is greater 
than ever. 

... after 1945, the Red Army never had 
much hold on British public opinion. But the 
dangers now are internal, not external, 
stemming from cultural developments which 
could make it impossible to maintain a fighting 
capability. Political correctness is a far more 
formidable opponent than unilateralism. 

The problems arise from an implicit ass- 
umption which almost all liberals share and 
which is incompatible with an effective 
fighting force. Those on the liberal left believe 
that the armed forces should be assimilated 
into the rest of society; some of them, indeed, 
want to use the forces as a laboratory for 
advanced social engineering. The losic of their 
position is that, uniforms apart, a cross-section 
of service personnel should be indistin- 
guishable from a similar cross-section of the 
civilian population, and that both groups 
should enjoy the same rights. This is thought- 
less nonsense; it is also subversive. 

. the military’s concert-pitch performance 
requires... a continuous supply of hard men. 
However technologically sophisticated war 
may become, we will still need infantrymen to 
occupy and hold ground. Over centuries, the 
army has learnt how to train such men. You 
start of with rough masculinity and subject it to 
a training based on the sergeant’s bark at a 
group of new recruits... At moments, such 
training is hardly distinguishable from bully- 
ing, but it is building the man up even as it 
appears to be breaking him down. 

BRUCE ANDERSON 
The Spectator (15.1.200) 


The reason why Britain, and in particular 
England, has over the centuries earned the 
nickname ‘Perfidious Albion’ abroad is its 
totally illogical and unpredictably random app- 
lication of pride. The Rover affair is a case in 
point. 

You blame the unions; the unions blame the 
owners; so what? Nobody blames the English 
lack of amour propre which led to the sale of 
Rover to BMW in the first place. 

Rover, Jaguar, Rolls Royce, Bentley, for 
that matter the Royal Naval College in Green- 
wich: no other country on earth, certainly no 
other country in Europe, however poor, 
however stretched, would dream of allowing 
the sale of such national assets to outsiders, 
and especially not to foreigners. 

Any Frenchman, any Spaniard... knows 
what to do with an ailing national symbol. You 
treat it as a private family matter. You deal 
with it yourself. If you can’t cure it you kill it 
quietly -— yourself. What you do not do is 


The things they’re saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


bring in foreigners. 

There is plenty of pride in these islands, as 
the letters you published about Peter 
Mandelson’s_ characteristic insult to the 
Household Division show. Why is it totally 
lacking when it comes to national symbols like 
Rover? 

O. STREATER (Mr.) 
Letter to Daily Telegraph (21.3.00) 


In all the thousands of words I have read 
and heard during the past week about the 
Welsh child abuse scandal, one word has 
never been mentioned. That word is ‘gay’. 

This omission ought to strike us as odd, to 
say the least, considering that nearly all those 
people convicted or accused of gross indec- 
ency with boys over many years were homo- 
sexual men. 

It is even odder when you consider that 
nowadays the daily bulletins invariably con- 
tain an item of ‘gay news’ — gays in the 
services, gay priests, gay victims of the holo- 
caust, Clause 28, gays at the Dome, etc., etc. 
However, it seems odd that when gays are 
shown to have engaged in acts of dreadful 
cruelty and depravity they are invariably to be 
described as ‘paedophiles’, a term which 
denotes those (male or female) who are sex- 
ually attracted to children (also male or 
female) and therefore having no specifically 
gay or even male connotations. 

RICHARD INGRAMS 
The Observer (20.2.00) 


The British Government is on ‘standby’ to 
offer more assistance (to Mozambique). £2.2 
million of taxpayers’ money has already been 
sent. 

On the same day I read this, I read that Dr. 
Peter Wilde, director of cardiothoracic services 
at Bristol Royal Infirmary, claims that as many 
as ten patients could have died in the past six 
months because they had to wait too long for 
heart operations. He blamed ‘lack of re- 
sources’. 

In find it hard to understand that, when 
British people are dying because of lack of 
funding in the NHS, the Government can find 
more than £2 million to send abroad. We 
should help our own people first, and only 
then should taxpayers’ money go abroad. 

B. MURPHY (Mr.) 
Letter, Daily Mail (2.3.00) 


If the Government had applied half the 
effort to mending the health service or tackling 
the refugee crisis that it has to repealing 
Section 28, we’d have a dozen new world- 
class hospitals by now and the few remaining 
asylum-seekers confined to a warehouse in 
Dover would be begging to be sent home and 


offering to pay their own fares. 
What we’ve got is politics, not government. 
We’ve got initiatives, not action. 
And nothing ever happens. 
RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (10.3.00) 


The Conservative Party is the best protection 
against a British Haider. It embraces, and 
therefore neutralises or tames, the radical 
Right. If all else failed, the Tories would give 
a British Haider a Cabinet job, preferably 
transport, and ensure the swift decline of his 
popularity. 

FRANK JOHNSON 
The Spectator (26.2.00) 


The story of Pinochet’s judicial kidnapping 
and forcible detention has ended well. He is in 
his own country at last, free to settle with his 
own good deeds and bad, and make his peace, 
indifferent to the swarms of terrible jokes 
about miraculous recovery from illness and 
making medical history that Guardian readers 
are still projecting across the South Atlantic. 

What is the moral of this disgraceful affair? 
Behind all the cant about ‘human rights’ glares 
the true Gorgon face of the International 
Community, all the more terrifying for its 
fixed smile of self-righteousness. This is the 
power that, in the name of those same ‘human 
rights’, has already brought death and des- 
truction to so many humans in the Balkans, 
and will bring more. 

What. national leader will this arbitrary 
power seize on next? All that is certain is that 
it is strictly selective in its victims. They will 
always be people who have somehow got in 
the way of the great design of One World. 

Neither African nor Chinese tyrants, nor the 
war criminals of NATO, have anything to 
fear. 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (10.3.00) 


Politicians lie. So what, you ask? It is what 
they do... Ask yourself why, before : the 
election, Tony Blair told Des O’Connor that as 
a 14-year-old he ‘‘snuck onto a plane at New- 
castle airport to the Bahamas, and we were 
literally about to take off when the stewardess 
came up to me’’ when there had never been a 
flight from Newcastle to the Bahamas? The tall 
tale of little Tony tells a big truth. Politicians 
really want to be loved, poor dears, and we, 
the voters, expect so much of them. They 
resolve this by telling little fibs... 

The best politicians are those who manage at | 
least to appear straight. That is slippery Ken 
Livingstone’s fatal attraction. 

PHILLIP OPPENHEIM 
Sunday Times (19.3.00) 
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WHAT is democracy supposed to mean? A 
definition that would satisfy most folk is that 
it means government by consent of the 
people and which functions in accordance 
with the people’s will. Let us take this 
yardstick and then see to what extent 
democracy is working in the coming 
elections for Mayor of London. 

A firm majority of Londoners, like people 
in other parts of Britain, strongly oppose the 
abolition of Clause 28, which forbids the 
teaching of homosexuality in schools. As for 
the idea that queers should be allowed to 
parade their perversions in public, most 
Londoners would react to such a proposition 
with horror. 

Yet it is virtually certain that London is 
going to get a mayor who backs the repeal of 
Clause 28 and favours the right of homos to 
engage in ‘cruising’ — the fashionable term 
for touting for same-sex partners in public 
places, for instance parks and toilets. 

Just how is this paradox explained? Simple. 
To the same majority of Londoners who want 
to keep Clause 28 and to consign sexual per- 
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version to the closet, if not to its former status 
of illegality; this mayoral election is one 
gigantic turn-off. A low poll is likely where 
they are concerned. 

On the other hand, the nation’s capital is 
estimated to have an electoral register con- 
taining at least half a million ‘gay’ people. 
These people are, on average, much more 
politically motivated and consequently much 
more likely to vote. Along with those of the 
ethnic minorities, their votes will probably 
decide the result of the election. 


Grovelling contest 


Simple arithmetic — quite aside from 
personal convictions, which in the case of all 
main candidates are weak — dictates that 
anyone wanting to be mayor must grovel to 
both groups and offer them everything they are 
accustomed to agitating for, and a bit more 
besides. 

The London mayoral election is in fact 
going to be little more than an auction in 
which the coveted prize goes to the highest 
bidder in the way of bribes and goodies for 


POOR LONDON! 


Line up for | 
Mayor's job, says — 
JOHN TYNDALL, — 
demonstrates 
degeneration of 
democracy in modern 
times 


ethnics and homos. As for the millions of 
white heterosexual Londoners whose city it is, 
what they think or want will receive scant 
consideration. 

With the Liberal Democrat candidate, Susan 
Kramer, almost invisible, the three front 
runners in the mayoral race are the officially 
chosen Labour man, Frank Dobson, the Tory 
Steven Norris and the independent ‘Red Ken’ 
Livingstone. Dobson, as everyone knows, was 
disastrous almost to the point of embarrass- 
ment as Minister of Health. In any other world 
but that of Labour politics he would be a total 
nonentity. My chief memory of him is of 
when he was participating in a TV discussion 
programme and came out with a tale about 
BNP members going around his constituency 
attacking Asian women with kids in prams. He 
was promptly written to by the party and asked 
to provide details of this in order that an 
investigation might be carried: out and the 
‘members’ duly expelled. Not entirely to our 
surprise, he failed to reply and we drew the 
obvious conclusion that he just made up the 
story on the spot to impress his audience. Blair 


Shown here in montage form are the three candidates who stand a realistic chance of becoming mayor; left to right: Ken 

Livingstone, Frank Dobson and Steven Norris. All three are failed second-raters. That Dobson is chosen Labour, and Norris 

chosen Tory, candidate is an indication of the desperate dearth of talent and ability in their respective parties. Both, together with 
Livingstone, are going flat out to court the ethnic and homo constituencies. 
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Front runner for mayor Ken Livingstone is notorious for his alignment with far-left and 
minority causes. Above he is seen at a press conference in 1983 with Sinn Fein leaders 
Gerry Adams and Danny Morrison; below he is pictured with Peter Tatchell (right) and 


another fairy in a ‘Gay Rights’ promotion. In both cases these scenes occurred when he 
was leader of the former Greater London Council. 
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& Co. chose him to be the Labour candidate, 
against the clear wishes of the rank and file of 
the party in London, because they were 
frightened that Livingstone, with his record as 
a militant leftist, would jeopardise the party’s 
efforts to retain its ‘moderate’ image. That 
they couldn’t find anyone better than Dobson 
for such a role is testimony to the dire poverty 
of people of stature and ability in their ranks. 

Norris, in his turn, got the Tory nomination 
also because someone else couldn’t have it. As 
everyone knows, the original first choice was 
Geoffrey Archer — a piece of almost unbeliev- 
able folly in view of his known background as 
adulterer, business wideboy and public liar. 
With Archer’s final political ruin by way of his 
exposure for trying to pervert the course of 
justice in the Ted Francis case, what did the 
Tories do? They chose Norris, a millionaire 


second-hand car dealer whose record of adult- 
ery probably exceeds even Archer’s. It opens 
up the old question: can a man who cannot be 
faithful to his own wife be expected faithfully 
to serve his constituents? 


The Livingstone record 


Finally, there’s Red Ken himself. Present 
form suggests that, even without party 
backing, Livingstone is favourite to win. A 
great many people are sore at Labour for 
rigging the party’s vote to stop him becoming 
their candidate, and are likely to give him a 
big sympathy vote. He is a high-profile, 
colourful character who, set beside his dep- 
ressingly boring rivals, seems almost charis- 
matic by comparison. Unlike Dobson and 
Norris, he is a genuine Londoner born and 
bred, with a cockney accent which he exploits 


for all he’s worth in a political climate where 
education and polish are viewed with. sus- 
picion. A lot of Londoners will probably 
support Ken for no better reason than that they 
find him amusing — not so very surprising in 
an age in which politics has been reduced to a 
branch of the entertainment industry. 

It seems not to matter to these boobies that 
Ken has in fact been effective mayor of 
London before — only then his title was leader 
of the Greater London Council. In that role he 
became notorious for a series of nutty stunts of 
which the most memorable was his meeting 
with Sinn Fein leaders Gerry Adams and 
Danny Morrison — seen as an exceptionable 
gesture at the time, although now regarded as 
routine even by the Prime Minister himself. 
Par for the same course was his attempt to 
persuade the Labour Party to donate £53,000 
to the pro-IRA ‘Troops Out’ movement. Name 
an anti-British cause anywhere and it is odds 
on you will find Ken Livingstone cheering for 


t 

Livingstone, when GLC leader, was always 
busy promoting politically correct projects: 
ratepayers’ money was lavished on a new 
ethnic minorities centre (£750,000); the GLC’s 
Ethnic Minorities Unit (£300,000); a new 
Lesbian and Gay centre at Smithfield 
(£300,000); the London Gay Teenage Group 
(£21,000); Babies Against the Bomb (£1,600); 
a Charter for Lesbian and Gay Rights 
(£44,000); monitoring of the police (£400,000) 
and many other schemes similarly irrelevant to 
the welfare of ordinary London people. Alto- 
gether, the GLC under Livingstone’s control 
ran up an annual bill of £50 million for 
‘community groups’, which included the 
English Collective of Prostitutes, the Union of 
Turkish Workers, the feminist magazine Spare 
Rib, the Gay Bereavement Project and the 
Twin Trading Third World Network. No, 
these are not imaginary names from a right- 
wing satire column; they actually did exist! 

Livingstone courted public popularity by 
granting free travel for pensioners on British 
Rail and a drastic lowering of fares on buses 
and the Underground. All this had to be paid 
for somewhere, by someone. The consequence 
was, in fact, huge rate increases. Under the 
Tories rates had been 21p in the pound. Under 
Livingstone they rose to 39.7p in the pound. 
No doubt Ken, not as big a fool as many of 
his schemes indicate, had it all carefully 
worked out in terms of votes: gains through 
the ‘freebie’ policies would outweigh losses 
incurred by rate rises — with the greatest 
anger coming from people who would never 
vote Labour anyway. Beside all these consider- 
ations, the prudent government of London 
scarcely commanded a thought. 

The big question now is: is public memory 
of Red Ken’s disastrous GLC reign in the 
1980s great enough to stop him winning a 
second go at being London boss? No doubt 
both the Tory and Labour press will do their 
best, for their own separate reasons, to jog that 
memory. But such is the infantile level at 
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LONDON’S PITIFUL CHOICE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


which politics in Britain today are conducted, 
all this could be entirely irrelevant. Living- 
stone’s colourful persona, combined with the 
crushing mediocrity of the competition, could 
well carry the day for him, and London 
become victim to yet more disasters. 


Message behind the farce 


At this point it behoves us to retreat a little 
from the picture of the London mayoral 
election itself and take in the much broader 
panorama of contemporary British politics of 
which it is merely a close-up illustration. 

We have seen how the supposed first prin- 
ciples of ‘democracy’ — that government be 
by the people’s consent and that it carry out 
the people’s will — are reduced to farce in the 
real circumstances in which the system 
operates. With various parties and candidates 
competing, with not a lot to choose between 
them, organised minorities, whether defined by 
race or sexual orientation, become hugely 
important factors in determining the result of 
any election. Not only is this so in a place like 
London but much the same rule applies in any 
other major population area where these 
minorities are strongly represented. 

Furthermore, and for these very reasons, it 
applies at the level of national politics where 
general elections are held. The minorities hold 
the balance of power by their ability to dictate 
who wins. Thus are these first principles of 
‘democracy’, admirable though many may 
think they are in theory, turned completely 
upside down in practice. Government is not by 
the consent, nor does it carry out the will, of 
‘the people’ as commonly thought. The whole 
business is a racket and a fraud. 

Theoretically of course, parties and candid- 
ates resolved to represent the real silent 
majority of British people and govern acc- 
ording to the will of those people could be 
electorally successful by the simple act of 
identifying themselves with the wishes of this 
majority and campaigning with determination 
for the causes in which it believes: national 
freedom and identity; the upholding of family 
values; opposition to perversion; no truck with 
terrorists or their supporters; firm action 
against criminals in general; better moral 
standards, and so on. Again theoretically, such 
parties and candidates, by appealing to the 
majority, should be able to win elections in a 
country in which that majority still commands 
far more votes than the minorities. 

But all this supposes that the issues over 
which such elections are fought are presented 
to the people by honest mass media which 
report the facts as they are and give a fair 
hearing to all parties and candidates on an 
equitable basis. 

In addition, it supposes that those parties 
and candidates which represent the true 
Majority are prepared to take the long view — 
to stick by their guns in defending what is 
right and opposing what is wrong, quite 
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regardless of momentary electoral advantage. 
In this way, the British majority could, with 
time, be mobilised into a mighty political force 
resolute in the defence of its interests and able 
to carry all before it in the struggle for power. 

Unfortunately, in an environment of party 
politics and of biased and dishonest mass 
media, things are not nearly so simple. 

Party politics as they are inevitably breed 
attitudes of ‘short-termism’. The result of the 
election in immediate prospect outweighs in 
importance everything else. The need to get 
the better of the main opposing party in the 
rush for votes becomes the prime consider- 
ation. Currying (no pun intended) the favour 
of minorities who presently hold real power is 
a more instantly rewarding exercise than 
working over a period of many years to rally 
and mobilise the decent and healthy elements 
of the majority, great numbers of whom are 
still heavily bogged down in the mindset of 
party politics, with their petty rivalries of class 
and sectional interest. 

These party politics indeed very conven- 
iently divide the majority, which if unified 
politically could be irresistible. A large portion 
habitually votes Labour, while another large 
portion habitually votes Conservative and a 
smaller portion habitually favours the Liberal 
Democrats. In Scotland and Wales the con- 
fusion and division are compounded further by 
the presence of local ‘nationalist’ parties, 
which in reality are not nationalist at all but 
manage to delude a fair number of electors 
that they are. In the meantime, the media, with 
their partisan aligments with this party or that, 
perpetuate the division by focusing the anger 
of one group of party adherents upon the inig- 
uities (real or imaginary) of the opposing party 
or parties. Thus is Britain’s majority kept per- 
petually fragmented, and thus prevented from 
combining to defend and assert its interests 
against those who threaten them. 

The conspiracy theorist might at this point 
suggest that such a division is deliberately 
contrived — the sinister machination of dark, 
subterranean forces which are willing the dest- 
ruction of Britain by means of a strategy of 
divide-and-conquer. Such a theory falls outside 
the scope of this article but we might just say 
that, whether one wishes to believe in it or 
not, the way party politics operate in this 
country achieves an identical result. 


Parade of the dung beetles 


The nature of the system largely determines 
the type of personnel recruited to its service. A 
place on top of the dungheap that British pol- 
itics have become is attractive only to life’s 
congenital dung beetles — in this case the 
human variety. This is why Londoners have a 
choice between Messrs. Livingstone, Dobson 
and Norris. People possessed by nobler ideals 
of public service are mostly repelled by the 
strench that pervades the whole scene and are 
loath to descend to the degrading practices 
necessary for success upon it. It takes a 
particular type to run around brown-nosing 


among the dirty raincoat brigade in a bid for 
votes — a type utterly devoid of honour, 
pride, self-respect and common decency. A 
headline in the Daily Mail of March 6th said it 
all: ‘“Let gays ‘cruise for sex’ say Norris and’ 
Dobson.’’ The report following stated that... 
“The political rivals backed demands for 
‘cruising’ to be allowed as they attended a 
gay rights rally... 
“The front runners for the May poll, when 
an estimated 500,000 homosexual men and 
women could vote, were asked if they wanted 
(police) officers to allow gays to pick up 
casual partners and ignore discreet sex in 
public places. 
‘““Mr. Dobson said yes, and Conservative 
candidate Mr. Norris, who has openly gay 
Tory activist Ivan Massow as his principal 
policy adviser, added: ‘Much to the irritation 
of the Daily Telegraph, 1 would.’ ”’ 


The report did not say what Ken Living- 
stone’s position on this matter was, but his 
record as a champion of London’s shirtlifters 
suggests that he would not dissent. Mr. 
Livingstone, according to the report, was also 
at the rally. 

Further comment is superfluous. 


The way out of the swamp 


The only way out of this swamp of slime 
and filth, inhabited as it is by the dregs of 
public life, lies in the formula stated prev- 
iously: the political mobilisation of the great 
silent majority of ordinary British people. No 
established party on the current scene can. 
accomplish this, for all are too corrupted by 
the system to be capable of any such under- 
taking. That is why the success of the British 
National Party is the great imperative to which 
our lives must be committed. 

The BNP faces formidable obstacles, the 
most formidable of which is the ‘short- 
termism’ of which I have spoken earlier. It 
needs to convince voters that the result of the 
election immediately on the horizon is of much 
less importance than the longer-range goal of 
the British people organising themselves to 
repossess their country from the mafia that 
have taken occupation of it. It also faces the 
obstacle of a news media that is under almost 
complete control of the occupation powers. 
Here, however, there is some cause for optim- 
ism. Rebellion by some elements within the 
media is becoming visible, while the growth in 
influence of the Internet offers new and hither- 
to undreamt-of possibilities for communication 
to mass audiences. 

But some way along the way, those who 
work for the salvation of Britain are going to 
have to confront a question that makes some 
people feel uncomfortable: that of whether the 
ideal of democracy — that is government 
which acts in accordance with the truest 
instincts of the people of this country — can 
actually be achieved by means of the current 
institutions and procedures to which we are 
accustomed to attaching the ‘democratic’ label. 

For in this regard current experience is not 
encouraging. 


@NEWS FROM THE NET@ 


by Jay Lee 


The spittin’ Jackson 


Former American ‘Black Panther’ leader Jesse Jack- 
30n admitted in a November, 1969 Life interview 
that when he worked as a waiter in a South Carolina 
hotel he spat into the soups and salads of white cus- 
tomers. “Spitting into the food gave me a psychologi- 
cal gratification”, Jackson said. During his early 
years in the communist civil rights movement, Jack- 
son often repeated this story to audiences. In fact, 
The New York Times (in a July, 1972 article) said:- 
“Jesse would spit into their soup or salad before he brought it to 
the table, and watch with enjoyment as Whites ate gobs of saliva 
as though it were, say, oil and vinegar dressing.” 

Comment: The Saturday night Kebab will never be 
the same again. 


Perverts Paradise 


*On 12th August last year, James Ferman, director 
of the British Board of film Classification, said that 
hard-core pornography should be legalised in Britain. 


*Let’s not forget that the former Bishop of Gloucester 
(Peter Ball) who resigned in disgrace over allegations 
that he indecently assaulted a trainee monk, was 
given sanctuary in a Duchy of Cornwall property at 
the personal invitation of Charles, Prince of Wales. 


*Saturday 24th Jan: Campaigners from a variety of 
anti-paedophile groups met up in Whitehall to pre- 
sent a petition to Tony Blair. This was a follow- up to 
a petition presented in September 1997 which de- 
manded positive action against paedophiles, and was 
signed by 300,000 people. The organisers of the peti- 
tion (“People’s Power”) campaign for the open identi- 
fication of paedophiles, and have received support 
from celebrities such as Terry Venables and Frank 
Bruno (when he’s not attending wife- beating classes). 


*A recent report revealed that more than 2,000 
teachers, school staff and youth workers have had to 
be blacklisted because of paedophile activities. 


Comment: The Government seems very reluctant to 
identify known paedophiles (as well as reluctant to 
keep them jailed). Are they “protecting their own”? 


Wot, no hidden agenda? 


A small selection of snippets taken from the internet 


The ‘Stephen Lawrence Trust’, which was set up 
to give scholarships to disadvantaged youngsters 
who wish to become architects, has received 
three hundred thousand pounds from Jack 
Straw. None of the money will be going to disad- 
vantaged white youngsters who want to be ar- 
chitects. 


The Metropolitan police have been given a target 
ethnic quota of 20% which MUST be reached. To 
do this, ethnic students are being offered cash 
grants to encourage them to join. White students 
will receive no money whatsoever. Once in, eth- 
nic quotas will be enforced (by Jack Straw) to 
ensure the rapid promotion of ethnic officers. 
Similar ethnic quotas are also going to be ap- 
plied in the fire service, but not in the Houses of 
Parliament. 


Germany’s great ‘achievement’ 


At the beginning of the year, the German politi- 
cal media chose a new-born baby to be the 


“German of the millennium”. However, they 
chose not a German baby for this distinction but 
a Turkish one, born in a German hospital to two 
“guest workers”. Ever since, the politicians and 
media have been holding up the baby to televi- 
sion audiences and smiling proudly at the 
‘achievement’. 


“Do as I say...” 


B the New tame of 


fhe Cifinfans 
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The abolition of the 
United Kingdom 


Text, slightly abridged, of a speech by the journalist PETER HITCHENS to the UK 
Unionist Party in Bangor, Co. Down, on the 21st January 1999 


I SUPPOSE I should begin by saying that 
I have no selfish or strategic interests in 
Northern Ireland! My involvement is, I 
hope and believe, purely one of principle. 
I do not think that any honest person, 
seeing what is taking place here, could 
look on without protesting at the grotesque 
falsehoods of the so-called Good Friday 
Agreement, which was reached dishon- 
estly, assented to dishonestly by several of 
its participants and which repeatedly 
raped the rule of law. 

_I was also drawn into the issue during my 
time in the United States, where the Irish 
problem was discussed with more passion, 
and with not that much more ignorance, than 
it is in Britain. There I found myself running 
a private campaign against the fund-raising 
and self-laundering of Sinn Fein, a campaign 
which forced me to find out the truth about 


what is happening here, the better to argue 
my case. 

What a pleasure it is now to be here, for 
only the second time in my life, among 
people who actually understand how impor- 
tant it is to be British, and who do not 
despise or belittle their own nation and 
culture. Here in this small but important 
corner of the British Isles a unique com- 
bination of circumstances exists. Being 
British, a thing we mainlanders take for 
granted like the wind and the rain, is here a 
contentious issue. This is the one spot where 
Britishness is an active and combative 
nationalism (if you’ll excuse the word) rather 
than just a passive nationality. 


MAINLAND COMPLACENCY 


Many mainland British people, who have 
been so safe for so long that they believe 
their nationality will never be threatened, are 
disturbed and upset by the passions let loose 
here. They are too narrow and complacent to 
imagine that they may ever find themselves 
in a situation where the flying of their flag, 
the practising of their faith, the use of their 
language and the jurisdiction of their law, 
will ever be menaced or restricted in what 
they regard as their own territory. Ladies 
and gentlemen, many of your countrymen in 
England are embarrassed by you. I am 
ashamed of this fact, but it has to be faced. 

For if they do not get over this em- , 
barrassment, and soon, they will shortly 
discover what you already know full well: 
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that their nationality and culture are in 
danger, and that you are merely the first to 
discover this. For what has happened to you 
in the past two years, in an extreme, violent 
and particularly brutal form, is what lies in 


We are reproducing the main parts of 
this speech, obtained from the speaker’s 
website, because we think its message 
provides a valuable contribution to 
current debate about the state of Britain. 
Many readers, however, will dissent from 
Mr. Hitchens’ apparent endorsement of 
Toryism as an alternative to the evils 
which he attacks so eloquently. 


store for everyone in the British Isles who 
still wants to be British, and for a number 
who think that they want devolution and will 
instead get new, less sweet master, in a more 
distant and remote capital. 


HOW HAS IT HAPPENED? 


How has this come about? Why at this 
time of wealth and stability do we face such 
turmoil? 

During the last few months I have been 
working on a book whose title, The Abolition 
of Britain, is almost the same as that of this 
speech. I cannot conceivably hope to cover 
here in detail all the topics and aspects which 


I have dealt with in the manuscript. 

But I will attempt to summarise. I was 
struck by a speech given by Mr. Blair in 
Stevenage during the election campaign, in 
which he felt it necessary to say: ‘‘I ama 
modern man. I am part of the rock ’n roll 
generation: the Beatles, colour TV — that’s 
the generation I come from.”’ 

He was seeking to be prime minister, not 
trying to get a job as a game-show host. 
Why did he expect his audience to care what 
he thought about rock ’n roll, colour TV and 
the Béatles? 

Because he instinctively knew, and so did 
his advisers, that the voters he needed would 
not even understand the older sorts of 
political discourse. Reared on rock music, 
recreational sex, recreational drugs and the 
universal, conformist ideas spread through 
the TV screen, they were far more moved by 
fashion, or ‘cool’, than by the Victorian 
passions which politicians used to have. It is 
interesting that he mentions colour TV — 
because it is only since colour was intro- 
duced that even bad programmes have 
started to appear good, and the power of the 
plastic box to enslave mind and soul has 
become almost irresistible. 

Labour’s campaign song Things can only 
get better was in truth Mr. Blair’s manifesto: 
its beat, its tone of voice, its fake American 


TONY’S PEOPLE 
The Prime Minister feels spiritually at home in a world dominated by trashy ‘pop’ 
culture, and loves to hob-nob with popular entertainers. Here he is seen with multi- 
millionaire ‘Deejay’ Chris Evans and TV presenter Zoe Ball. 


accent and its airy assurance aimed at people 
who could never in a thousand years have 
understood why anyone should even be a 
Tory, let alone why anyone should vote 
Tory. 

Society has been reconstructed so that the 
most abject conformism appears to be rebel- 
lious — casually clothed, loud-mouthed, 
safely undisciplined, speaking in the glottal 
accents of Estuary English. Real individ- 
ualism — Tory individualism — on the other 
hand, is merely eccentric, barmy, bonkers, 
contemptible. 

The old Soviet Union had to pervert the 
whole science of psychiatry to classify its 
dissidents as mad. We, the soap-watching 
admass conformist society, happily join in to 
deride free thought and suppress heresy. And 
while we do it, we think we’re being rebel- 
lious. What an achievement — the power of 
totalitarianism without the need to imprison, 
torture or exile! 

The very geography in which tradition, 
custom, respect and experience were rooted 
has been plowed up. The ancient landscape 
of the countryside, the almost as ancient 
pattern of our towns, has been overlaid by a 
new pattern. And they have straightened out 
the rolling English road, of which Chesterton 
wrote:- 

I knew no harm of Bonaparte, and plenty 

of the squire, 

And for to fight the Frenchies I did not 

much desire; 

But I did bash their baggonets because they 

came arrayed 

To straighten out the rolling road the 

English drunkard made. 


Our language, stripped of its literary 
references in a world where nobody has 
heard of Shakespeare, Cranmer or Tyndale, 
has been rebuilt. 

Our architecture, which once was full of 
messages of authority and faith, is now 
lumpish and unhistorical. If it embodies the 
worship of anything, it is the worship of 
money, power and technology, even of 
ugliness itself. Compare the Victorian 
Houses of Parliament to the curious 
birdcages, rhomboids and garages proposed 
for the new toy parliaments of Wales and 
Scotland. 


NEW KIND OF IMPRISONMENT 


Our British protestant sexual morality, 
which once required marriage as the price of 
pleasure, now treats any sexual activity as a 
recreation. This allegedly liberates women 
from the slavery of the home, and men from 
the slavery of supporting a family. But in 
truth it imprisons children in a world where 
they always come second to adult pleasures; 
it imprisons women in endless competition 
with their sisters for fun — a competition in 
which the rich and beautiful are the only 
winners for as long as their wealth and 
beauty last, and not a moment longer; and it 
imprisons men in an ultimately sterile quest 


for passing pleasure. But it is ‘judgemental’ 
to point any of this out! 

In everything from children’s magazines to 
advertisements, a message of hedonism and 
impatience is spread. The soap operas 
promote and bring into the mainstream such 
things as incest and trans-sexualism, and 
because so many of us no longer have real 
neighbours or neighbourhoods, we come to 
believe that the world around is full of such 
things, and to tell ourselves that we must 
accept a new morality because otherwise we 
shall be stick-in-the-mud anal repressives. 

Our religion, such as it is, has abandoned 
the only territory where it could not be 
challenged — the saving of souls —- and 
given up troubling our individual con- 
sciences. Instead, it has joined in the nation- 
alisation of the human conscience, so that a 
man’s moral worth is now measured by the 
level of taxation he is willing to support, 
rather than by his faith or even his good 
works. Other tests — opposition to apartheid 
or General Pinochet — are valued more 
highly than personal adherence to the Ten 
Commandments or the Sermon on the 
Mount. An adulterer with the ‘correct’ view 
on Nelson Mandela is preferable to a Mother 
Teresa who fails to criticise the currently 
unfashionable régimes of the world. 

All these things in themselves are 
damaging to the stability of society. But 
taken together, as they have happened, they 
are devastating. This country was different 
from others. It was a multi-national state 
though not a multi-cultural one. It was a 
profoundly Christian society, in which 
religion was part of the language, of the state 
and of daily life in a way quite unique in 
Europe. It was a hierarchical country, in 
which people understood authority and 
respected it without grovelling to it, for it 
was also a society of individuals, noncom- 
formists, dissenters, troublemakers, 
grumblers — self-reliant, given to banding 
together in unions, friendly societies and 
clubs, believing in law but devoted to fair- 
ness. It was an educated, literate country 
with a strong musical tradition. Through its 
great literature, its verse and its hymns it has 
obtained an idea of itself that was strong and 
powerful. It believed in the family and the 
home — that great zone of private life in 
which the state has no business. 

Now, in a generation, all this has been 
swept aside, demolished, concreted over, 
reformed out of existence. The words which 
once bound us together are no longer under- 
stood when they are spoken, and the subtle, 
invisible chains which bound us to the past, 
in Burke’s compact of the dead, the living 
and the unborn, have been snapped. 

Britain is, or soon will be, somewhere else 
— George Orwell’s Airstrip One, or a series 
of regions in the European Federal State — 
Channelside, perhaps, as Kent and Sussex 
are merged with Pas-de-Calais and a series 
of other unrecognisable regions, For Britain, 
as she has been all these centuries, is far too 


big and powerful a thing to be swallowed 
whole into the bland blend of the new multi- 
cultural Euroland. 


NATIONAL SELF-HATE 


But what fascinates is why this country of 
all countries should have won the enmity of 
so many of its citizens. 

We are not modern politically, but we 
have successfully modernised our economy 
again and again. We have a class system and 
snobbery, yet there is no bar to talent. We 
are Christian, but we do not seek to make 
windows into men’s souls. We are conser- 
vative yet tolerant, capitalist yet blessed with 
a social conscience. We have military skills 
but do not use them to oppress our neigh- 
bours. 

Yet a long-buried radical strain, dating 
from the end of the 18th century, has now 
climbed bonily out of its tomb, to reopen an 
ancient battle which many of thought had 
been settled, and finish a revolution which 
first threatened this country during the Civil 
War, was defeated by the Restoration and 
headed off by the historic compromise of 
1688. 

It rose again in the aftermath of the French 
and American revolutions, but was defeated 
by Church, King, law, patriotism and trad- 
ition — which is why today’s radicals loathe 
the United Kingdom so much. To them, it is 
the living disproof of all their theories: 
conservative and royalist but also demo- 
cratic, lawful but free, rooted in the past but 
capable of modernisation. It ought not to 
exist, so they plan to make sure that it ceases 
to do so. 

When did this become clear? Too late for 
most people, Mr, Blair’s actual arrival at 
No. 10, choreographed in every detail by 
Labour Party officials, was the first example 
in modern history of a fake spontaneous 
demonstration. It consisted of Labour Party 
headquarters staff and their families, issued 
with special passes to the Downing Street 
high security zone, marshalled by stage 
managers wearing head microphones, and 
handed Union Flags to wave, as if they were 
patriots. Such people, in fact, generally 
despise the Union Flag, and it would be 
interesting to know what arguments were 
used to persuade them to wave an emblem 
they find embarrassing and kitsch. Many 
reporters did not appear to notice the fraud 
they were watching, and so became part of 
the deception. ~ 

A nation whose sensibilities had been 
dulled by the affluence of the Thatcher years 
did not seem to mind about anything the 
government did unless it affected their 
pockets. So the new authorities took care to 
make no overt attack in that direction. The 
British had also been separated from their 
traditions — by the weakening of family ties, 
by the disruption of schools, by the virtual 
abolition of national history and literature, by 

Contd. overleaf 
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THE ABOLITION OF THE 


UNITED KINGDOM 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


the subsidisation of teenage independence of 
parents through the universities and by the 
sexual revolution. So.Mr. Blair and his 
advisers felt free to take a bulldozer to the 
constitution. 


SURRENDER TO TERRORISM 

The point at which the new governma. 
cut most deeply into the forest of law and 
tradition was over Northern Ireland. Here 
was a Clear conflict between law and crime, 
in which terrorist parties were seeking to 
gain concessions through murder and dest- 
ruction. Yet, within months of taking office, 
Mr. Blair had invited the leaders of those 
terrorist parties to meet him personally in 
Downing Street, and agreed to release a 
large number of convicted criminals to 
secure an unreliable ‘cease-fire’ by the 
criminal parties. 

At the same time, he and his Northern 
Ireland Secretary Marjorie Mowlam had 
shown indifference and even hostility to the 
British people of the province. It was made 
clear to the Orange Order that its freedom to 
march would be restricted from now on, and 
that the Royal Ulster Constabulary and the 
British Army would be used against it if it 
insisted on behaving as it had always done. 

At any time this would have been signif- 
icant. At a time when mighty efforts were 
being made to bring the IRA’s political tail, 
Sinn Fein, into talks, it was doubly so. The 
previous order, in which the British Govern- 
ment, the army and the police had been on 
the side of Union, or at least of law, was 
over. 

They were now on the side of a compro- 
mise which clearly spelt the end of the Union 
and which overrode the law. Mr. Blair was 
careful to appear Unionist — in a way 
typical of his methods and typical of the way 
in which the Labour movement has used his 
boyish, trustworthy public school appear- 
ance and manners to réassure those who 
suspect that his party is a parcel of Levellers 
and Jacobins. The Prime Minister said that 
he believed that the Union would last at least 
for his lifetime. 

_ He did not say that he thought it should do 
SO, Or promise to ensure that it would do so, 
but he was happy to let people infer this 
meaning from his neutral words. A few 
months later, the Irish Prime Minister Bertie 
Ahern predicted a United Ireland within 15 
years, and in this case there was no doubt 
that this was also his desire. 

The collapse and surrender to lawlessness 
was possible mainly because the Conser- 
vative and Unionist Party had opened the 
door for it. Many years before, Tory cabinet 
ministers had held secret talks with people 
they believed to be delegates from the IRA. 
But this was nothing compared to the moves 
that were made under Mr. John Major’s 
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government. 

Rapidly retreating from principle, Mr. 
Major sought some form of words from Sinn 
Fein which would allow him to talk to them 
openly. This policy was rewarded with an 
IRA ‘cease-fire’, but no guarantee that it 
would be permanent. When Mr. Major did 
not retreat rapidly enough, the ‘cease-fire’ 
ended with a bomb at Canary Wharf, in the 
City of London, which would have put an 
end to negotiations if they had been based on 


& wie) —s 


a5 ‘4 a eee cnet 


As a pathetic gesture of appeasement to 

the terrorists, patriotic Orangemen have 

been forbidden to march along their 
traditional routes. 


good faith or principle. 

But, as usual, they were not. The govern- 
ment was basing its policy on exhaustion, 
cost and fear. The IRA had proved, in 
earlier bombs in the City of London, that it 
could do enormous and expensive damage. 

Northern Ireland was the harshest express- 
ion of the 1688 settlement, the settlement the 
Tories could no longer be bothered to 
support. As I have said, it was the only place 
on British territory where British patriotism 
took the form of nationalism, often clashing 
with a rival Irish nationalism. Mainly 
because of this, it was sometimes a good 
deal uglier and more violent than the settled 
islanders across the water would have liked. 

They did not want to see that they might 
have been more like the Orangemen if they 
had shared their territory with a rival culture. 
It was isolated from the British political 
mainstream and had — in an act of huge 
folly — been allowed to have its own local 
parliament and government when the Irish 
Free State was set up in 1921. When the 
London government imposed direct rule in 
1972, it might have ended this anomaly for 


good, and brought Northern Ireland fully 
into Great Britain. 

However, neither Mrs. Thatcher nor her 
cabinet seem to have seen this as an issue of 
principle, and so wandered rather vaguely 
down the path of compromise with Dublin, 
through the Anglo-Irish Agreement. It is 
doubtful if Margaret Thatcher knew what she 
was agreeing to, and in any case, with the 
Cold War still unfinished and the USA 
staying out of the quarrel it did not look 
likely that Northern Ireland would be pre- 
sented to the Irish Republic in any future that 
it was then possible to foresee. 

Only lonely prophets, such as Ian Gow 
and Enoch Powell, and easily dismissed 
‘fanatics’ such as Ian Paisley, were aware of 
the danger. As for the British people, they 
mostly lacked the historical knowledge or 
concern, and — never having needed to con- 
sider the foundations of their own state — 
were bored and confused by Ulster funda- 
mentalists of both sorts. 

Those Ulster people who rejected violence 
yet wished to remain British were therefore 
well prepared for what Mr. Blair brought to 
them. They were mostly willing to accept a 
suspect compromise if only because they 
could sense that rejection would result, not in 
saving the status quo, but in more and 
fiercer pressure to give in. They must also 
have guessed that failure to give the expected 
‘yes’ answer to the referendum on the Belfast 
Agreement would mean that it was put to 
them again and again until they did so. 

The agreement itself, as few in London 
have noticed, contains provisions for refer- 
endums every seven years, if necessary. It is 
not stated, but clearly implied, that these 
referendums will go on until they come up 
with the ‘right’ answer, i.e. incorporation 
into the Republic. And after that there will 
be no more. As no British constitutional 
experts have noticed, but some Irish ones 
have, this means that Northern Ireland is no 
longer under the sovereignty of the UK Parl- 
iament — for the UK Parliament is now 
obliged by treaty to cede the territory as soon 
as it has voted for this to take place. 


DRESS REHEARSAL FOR 
EURO REFERENDUM 


This process is immensely significant 
because it was a dress rehearsal for the 
coming referendum on entry to European 
Economic and Monetary Union. The protes- 
tants of Ulster are the first people to learn 
that they are no longer allowed to be British, 
but the rest of the people of the United 
Kingdom are fated to undergo the same 
shock in the next decade or so. Several 
weapons were used and will be used again — 
the full force of government moral and finan- 
cial support on the side of a ‘yes’ vote, aided 
by broadcast media which did not even 
attempt balance. 

As preparations go ahead for the next 
phase of the political revolution — the 


creation of English regions under closed-list 
party rule, the abolition of the unpredictable 
first-past-the-post system of electing the 
Commons, the attempt to present European 
Economic and Monetary Union as a fait 
accompli — the government is also tidying 
up other awkward areas. The hereditary 
peers must go, because they are the last 
people sitting and voting at Westminster who 
cannot be brought under party control. 


REVOLUTION 


How did we get to this strange place? I 
can remember, with no difficulty at all, a 
time when this country was so utterly diff- 
erent from its current state, that it is as if it 
has passed through a revolution — not yet a 
revolution of power, of a formal transfer of 
government from one class to another — but 
a cultural revolution, comparable to that 
which took place in China in 1966 and 1967. 

It is different in two ways from the 
Chinese version. First, there has been no 
effort to reverse its more destructive aspects, 
even though the effects are obviously deeply 
damaging to the country and its people. 


By contrast, one of the more creditable 
actions of Deng Xiaoping on returning to 
power was to reintroduce proper exams, 
selection and rigour into an education system 
which had been trashed by the Red Guards. 
Our educational Red Guards still rule, with 
their thousands of useless schools turning out 
illiterates, their pitiful GCSE exams and their 
‘universities’ handing out joke degrees to 
students who can barely read their certif- 
icates. 

The British cultural revolution has also 
been free from direct violence. No elderly 
professors have been paraded through the 
streets in dunce’s caps, nor have counter- 
revolutionary elements been thrown from the 
tops of high buildings or otherwise crippled 
and murdered. 

The violence has been done to institutions 
and to traditions and ways of doing things, to 
language, but not — yet — to people. I 
cannot guarantee that it will not lead to 
bloodshed in the end, as revolutionary ideas 
so often do, but it has been restrained up till 
now. For this has been a very British revol- 
ution, perhaps the last thing we shall do that 
is British. 


We have abolished the very customs, 
manners, methods, standards and laws which 
have for centuries restrained us from the sort 
of barbaric behaviour that less happy lands 
go in for. We are about to break the ingen- 
ious and cunning constitutional bonds that 
have kept these islands at peace for 
centuries. 

We are entering what the Chinese call 
‘interesting times’, and the future is worrying 
and uncertain. I am often accused of pess- 
imism, as if this were a crime. I would point 
out that pessimism has one great virtue, apart 
from the fact that it is seldom unjustified. 
That is that it armours us against app- 
roaching danger, and sometimes allows us to 
anticipate peril before we have to meet it. It 
is in that spirit that I speak tonight. 

According to the radicalism born in 
Europe in the 18th century, none of this 
should be so. That radicalism — the secular 
religion of the power-hungry middle class — 
never quite succeeded here, and has never 
quite forgotten its defeat. Now, I believe, it 
seeks to extinguish Britain, not by revolution 
but by stealth. I, for one, intend to be on the 
other side of the barricades. 


As Sir Stanley Matthews passes on, TOM NORTH asks... 


Why bring Hitler into it? 
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My incredible 
story by 


Naathess shametu 


| a) FREE VIDEO FOR EVERY READER 


QUESTION: What does the death of a great 
British soccer star have to do with Adolf Hitler 


and the Nazis? 


Most rational people would be stumped when it 
came to providing an answer, but somehow the 
Daily Mail of February 28th (see above) managed 
to establish such a link. When Sir Stanley 
Matthews, who passed away just before, played 
for England against Germany in Berlin in 1938 it 
was arranged that, as a courtesy to their hosts, 
the team would give the nazi salute — no differ- 
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ent really from closing hands when greeting 
Hindus or saying ‘Aloha’ when in Hawaii, but very 


shocking in the hyped-up climate of the times. 


So why bring it up now? Well you see, Matt- 
hews was a gentleman among footballers — quite 
a contrast to many playing today. A good guy, in 
other words. His obituaries were all glowing ones. 

Just as well, therefore, to let everyone know 
that he disliked the Nazis and hated having to 
give their salute. After all, mustn’t let anyone 
forget Hitler — even for one minute! 
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THE BLACK ECONOMY 


DURING MARCH, Chancellor 
Gordon Brown and ‘Lord’ Grab- 
iner, QC (brother of the media 
mogul) visited Liverpool to look at 
ways of stamping out the black 
economy there. 

Gordon must be a touch agg- 
rieved at all these naughty Liver- 
pudlians working ‘cash in hand’ and 
not contributing, for example, their 
proper share of the £4.5 million 
given each and every month by the 
British taxpayer to fund the RAF 
bombing campaign in Iraq. Killing 
and maiming Iraqi schoolkids on 
behalf of foreign interests doesn’t 
come cheap; everything has a price, 
and no doubt some grey little 
auditor has worked out the exact 
value of the ordnance used last 
August which blew up half a dozen 
Iraqi civilians watching the total 
eclipse of the sun. As someone who 
has had numerous relations in the 
British military, I find it both sadd- 
ening and infuriating that our armed 
forces have been reduced to their 
present sorry level of being mere 
mercenaries for Washington and 
Jerusalem — total eclipse of our 
honour and freedom, more like. 

Anyway, our Gordon becomes 
every more bleary, obese and 
baggy-eyed at each successive app- 
earance — presumably the result of 
too many whiskeys and good 
dinners imbibed at meetings of the 
Hudson and Aspen Institutes and the 
Bilderberg Group. On the other 
hand, the loss of office seems to 
have the same effect on our polit- 

“icians as a lengthy stay at a health 

farm, since Brown’s predecessor 
Kenneth Clarke now looks quite 
slim and fit. 


OFFICIAL HUMBUG 


The whole noxious business of 
-cracking down on workers in what 
would be better described as the 
‘informal economy’ is_ strikingly 
reminiscent of the scene in Oliver 
Twist in which the Board of Guard- 
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Hounding the victims 
rather than the culprits 


IAN BUCKLEY 
reports from Liverpool 


ians enjoy a sumptuous banquet 
while discussing the imposition of 
still harsher conditions on their 
workhouse apprentices. 

The law, as represented by Lord 
Grabiner, is a notoriously over-paid 
and useless profession, largely in- 
fested by glib-tongued money-grab- 
bers who haven’t changed one whit 
since the days when Jonathan Swift 
denounced them. The abandoned 
workers of Liverpool, who are 
reduced to picking up three or four 
tenners in exchange for some 
building or decorating jobs, do so 
not out of a desire to cheat the 
Treasury but because they are 
forced to it in order to survive. Has 
everyone forgotten that Gordon 
Brown’s_ international capitalist 
friends have exported millions upon 
millions of jobs to low-wage coun- 
tries like China and India over the 
past 25 years? 

When Brown was still in nappies, 
hundreds of thousands of people 
worked in the innumerable docks 
and factories of Liverpool, but 
crazed neo-liberal dogma would 
have us believe that their children 
have all chosen to become spivs and 
idlers. One wonders if the’ ‘New 
Labour’ comedians who propagate 
this garbage really believe their own 
words or merely spout them because 
they are forced by the ‘market’ to 
follow a pre-determined course, 
held as they are as if in a vice. 
Probably the latter explanation is the 
most likely one. It is all pure sham 
from New Labour and Old Tory, 
stuck for ever in the squalid groove 
of globalist orthodoxy. 

Part of that sham is the pathetic 
‘talking up’ of economic prospects, 
such as the announcement of yet 
another Euro-funded ‘regeneration’ 
project for Liverpool. The grotesque 
irony here, of course, is that mem- 


bership of the EU has been one of 
the most important of the direct 
causative factors that have drained 
jobs and investment away to fav- 
oured areas in the South East. All 
these ‘regeneration’ schemes seem 
to do littke more than create 
Potemkin facades of half-empty 
hotels and offices, with scenes of 
dereliction a couple of hundred 
years away. 


SYMBOL OF DECLINE 


One Liverpool street — London 
Road — seems to sum up all the 
years of British decline for me. A 
year before the outbreak of the First 


the last gasps of laissez-faire, any 
degradation, any stupidity, any fut- 
ility seems possible, indeed likely, 
such as the probable complete 
closure of the Harland & Wolff 
shipyard just over the sea in Belfast 
— announced as I write these 
words. 

Finally, it is also worth noting 
that the Government teaches us by 
its example, and the materialistic, 
grab-and-sleaze ethos promoted and 
practised on high has very naturally 
permeated downwards over the 
years. We are by now — almost all 
of us — controlled consumers, 
without honour or principles, our 
brains due for further scrambling by 
the multi-channel digitised TV to be 
inflicted upon us in the near future 
by Stephen Grabiner’s ON Digital 
company. Hence we are assumed to 


A ONCE-GREAT CITY 
A view of Dale Street, Liverpool, in 1887. Like so many cities and 
towns of its kind in Britain, the port on the Mersey has been sacrificed 
on the altar of free trade and globalism. 


World War, when the Mersey was 
full of cargo ships and liners, and 
Liverpool was a hub of the Empire, 
my great-grandmother had _ her 
photograph taken at an elegant 
portrait studio on this street. Now 
most of it seems to consist of 
nothing more than half-boarded-up 
betting shops, charity stores and the 
odd shuttered textile sweatshop. In 


be in such a state of unbreakable 


stupor that Mr. Brown expects us 


not to notice the sheer effrontery of 
his government ‘cracking down’ on 
people whose problems and modes 
of survival are the direct result of 
economic mismanagement by the 
failed politicians of Tory and 
Labour and their masters in the 
world of mega-money. 


MOST of the comments | receive from 
listeners are very supportive, but | do get 
some hate mail as well. Most of the hate mail 
is either nutcase stuff from people who have 
some personal problem, which they project 
onto me, or it’s from lemmings who are very 
indignant that I’m not in step with everyone 
else in the mass media. They just need some- 
one to hate, and | think it makes them feel 
better if they tell me what a rotten person | 
am. 
But | also receive a somewhat more 
thoughtful type of hate mail from people who 
curse me because | can’t understand that 
race really doesn’t count. They tell me that | 
should never judge another person as a 
member of the race to which he belongs, but 
only as an individual. They tell me that many 
Blacks are law-abiding, hard-working people 
who don’t use drugs or throw their trash in 
their yards, and that many white people are 
criminals, are on welfare and are generally 
trashy and worthless. Therefore, these 
individuals tell me, racism is stupid. I’m 
stupid, they say, because | embrace all white 
people, the bad along with the good, and | 
condemn all Blacks, the good along with the 
bad. 

They tell me that when they’re looking at a 
neighbourhood with the thought of renting an 
apartment or buying a house and moving into 
the area, they don’t judge their prospective 
neighbours on the basis of whether their 
names are Chung Lung Fu and Abraham 
Goldberg or Bill Smith and Earl Turner; they 
judge instead on how much their neighbours 
paid for their homes and how well they keep 
them up. They’d rather live next to an Abe 
Goldberg or a Rastus Brown with a nicely 
waxed, new BMW in the driveway than next 
to a Bill Smith with a ten-year-old Ford. 

Individualists also believe that whether a 
person is homosexual or heterosexual is un- 
important. What counts is whether or not 
he’s well groomed, well mannered and pays 
his bills on time. Undoubtedly there are indiv- 
iduals who will say that sex doesn’t matter 
either. No-one should be judged by group 
characteristics, but only by those individual 
characteristics relevant to the immediate 
situation: will he or she make a good neigh- 
bour, a good employee, a good congressman? 
That’s all that counts, the individualist will 
say. And I’m sure that many individualists 
actually believe this. In fact, it is a religion for 
many of them, judging from the emotional 
nature of their hate mail to me. 


SELFISHNESS AS A PHILOSOPHY 


To explore this matter further: some indiv- 
idualists —.a minority of them, | suspect — 
have bought into a semi-religious, semi-philo- 
sophical world view called ‘Objectivism’ and 
peddied most notably by a Soviet-trained 
Jewess called Ayn Rand, who came to 
America from the Soviet Union in 1926 and 
began writing books extolling the virtues of 
selfishness and individualism. Some of her 
best-known books are: The Fountainhead, 
Atlas Shrugged and The Virtue of Selfishness. 
Another notable individualist in the Ayn Rand 
mold is Harry Browne, who recently has been 
the Libertarian Party’s candidate for President 
of the United States and who wrote a book 
titted How / Found Freedom in an Unfree 
World. 


The fallacies 
behind 


individualism 
A study by 
Dr. WILLIAM 
PIERCE 


This is a reproduction, slightly abridged, of a 
radio talk given by Dr. Pierce on the pro- 
gramme American Dissident Voices, broad- 
cast on October 16th 1999, with the text 
published in Free Speech for November 1999. 
We are printing it here because what Dr. 
Pierce has to say on his subject will be very 
familiar to those who are acquainted with the 
doctrine of Tory Libertarianism. 

Some references in the original have been 
excluded in order to comply with Britain’s 
laws forbidding critical references to certain 
ethnic groups. 


The basic idea of Browne’s book is that no- 
one owes anything to anyone except himself, 
and that the only rational objective for any 
individual is to look out for himself, get as 
much for himself as he can, do whatever he 
wants to do that he can get away with, and 
to hell with everyone else. Anyone who 
doesn’t accept this view of things is either a 
sucker, just waiting to be fleeced by a more 
objective and rational person — or is a person 
with ulterior motives aiming to fleece others. 

As | said, some people have made a semi- 
religion out of this way of looking at things. 
One finds many of these people in organis- 
ations like the John Birch Society and the 
Libertarian Party. But for other people — the 
majority, | suspect — individualism is simply 
an excuse for their selfishness and lack of 
responsibility. Perhaps for some it’s an 
indicator of cowardice: faced with an intol- 
erable racial situation in America today, they 
opt for an explanation of things that will not 
get them kicked out of the country club. They 
are aware of what non-white immigration is 
doing to America, for example, but they are 
afraid to take a position that might be 
considered ‘racist’. They are afraid of the 
label. And, at the same time, they can see 
the catastrophe that is looming for America, 
so they simply abjure all responsibility. 

The views of most individualists have 
grown out of alienation. When people have 
been cut loose from their roots, when they 
have lost all sense of community and 
belonging, when they have become human 
atoms floating in a cosmopolitan soup, they 
try to make sense of things. They look for 
some standard or rule to go by to justify their 
behaviour and their feelings. And some opt 
for individualism. Individualism doesn’t have 
the social stigmas that ‘racism’ does. Indiv- 


‘idualism has been given the stamp of app- 


roval by Jews, and Jews are powerful people 


who are in good odour with the media and 
with the government, so it must be OK. They 
can’t get kicked out of the country club for 
being individualists. 

Before | talk further about the connection 
between alienation and individualism, let’s 
back up a bit and look a little more closely at 
the individualist mind-set itself. Why do indiv- 
idualists send me hate letters? Because, they 
say, | simply embrace white welfare trash and 
condemn honest and_ hard-working non- 
Whites. 

Now that’s really a misleading claim, 
although in a sense there may be some truth 
in it. | don’t embrace white welfare trash as 
such. | embrace my people, my race — all of 
it — recognising that some white people are 
trashy and are not the sort | would want as 
neighbours or would want my sister to marry. 
It’s like embracing my family, while recog- 
nising that some of them are black sheep. 
And | don’t condemn honest and _hard- 
working non-Whites. It’s not my business to 
set standards of honesty or industry for non- 
Whites. That’s their business. | just want 
them off my people’s turf, out of my people’s 
territory — all of them. When we’ve settled 
our external problems, then we will deal with 
our internal problems — including our white 
welfare trash. 

You know, this whole debate of individ- 
ualism versus racism is really tricky. It’s easy 
for people to become confused. |, for 
example, am more of an individualist than 
most of the individualists who hate me. What 
that means depends on how one understands 
the term ‘individualist’. | am an individualist in 
the sense that | don’t have a lot of sympathy 
for people who can’t or won’t pull their gown 
weight. | don’t like to meddle in other 
people’s business, and | like it even less when 
other people meddle in my business. If one of 
my fellow Whites doesn’t want to take care 
of himself, that’s his business. Just don’t ask 
me to take care of him. | believe in natural 
selection and the survival of the fittest. 


HELPING THE BEST 


| believe in helping my fellow white people 
in a way that strengthens them as a whole, 
not in a way that weakens them. | believe in 
helping the best and brightest and strongest 
of my people to be more effective, because 
by strengthening my whole people | streng- 
then that of which | am a part. That is my 
selfishness. That’s the sense in which | am an 
individualist within a certain framework: the 
framework of my race and my civilisation. I’m 
an individualist with roots, an individualist 
with a sense of community, a sense of 
belonging, a sense of responsibility. 

And you know, that’s the sense in which 
our people have used the term for a long 
time. When the Greeks talked about indiv- 
idualism 2,500 years ago, they spoke about 
it with the same understanding | have today. 
In the sixth century BC, when individualism 
characterised Greek poetry, one of the 
greatest of the Greek poets, Theognis of 
Megara, expressed his sense of responsibility 
and his concern for his race when he deplored 
the careless breeding habits of so many of his 
people and the consequent decline in their 
racial quality. Theognis wrote:- 

Contd. overleaf 
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THE FALLACIES BEHIND 
INDIVIDUALISM 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


“The best men... wed, for money, runts of 
poor descent. So too a woman will demean 
her state and spurn the better for the richer 
mate. Money’s the cry. Good stock to bad is 
wed, and bad to good, till all the world’s 
cross-bred. No wonder if the country’s breed 
declines...’’ 


hy 


Sculpture of a Greek man in the 300s 


And what is the understanding today of the 
individualists who send me hate letters? To 
be frank, | think that they understand nothing. 
They don’t see themselves in any framework 
of race or civilisation. They think of them- 
selves as pure, disconnected individuals, with 
responsibilities to no-one, existing only for 
themselves. They do not embrace a race. 
They embrace only themselves. When they 
choose, neighbours or co-workers or business 
partners — or marital partners — they do so 
solely on the basis of what pleases them at 
the moment. A Chinese neighbour is just as 
good as a white neighbour of the same socio- 
economic status. Individualists may form 
alliances with others they perceive as having 
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similar interests, but their own interests are 
always strictly personal. 

And they really think they’re smart. Not 
only do they avoid the stigma of ‘racism’, but 
by shedding all responsibility to anyone but 
themselves they believe they gain an advan- 
tage over suckers like me who are burdened 
with responsibility to our people, to our fore- 
fathers, to our descendants, and so on. 


INFANTILE ATTITUDE 


Let me tell you: this rootless individualism 
is not a ‘smart’ way of relating to the world; 
it is an infantile way. It is based on the same 
attitude we see in an infant screaming and 


throwing things because he didn’t get what 


he wanted. In a normal world, in a healthy 
environment, as an infant grows up he learns 
that he can’t always get exactly what he 
wants when he wants it. He learns not to 
expect that, or even to make that his goal. He 
learns that he is part of something larger and 
more permanent and more important than 
himself. He develops roots in his community, 
in his race. He learns to see himself in a larger 
context, in a framework of race and history 
and culture. His concept of ‘self’ expands to 
include these things of which he is a part. 

That type of development is normal and 
healthy, the type of development that leads to 
a sense of community responsibility and racial 
responsibility. And it leads to a stronger and 
healthier community and a stronger and 
healthier race, in which the members of the 
community and of the race care about these 
larger collectives. But if a child grows up ina 
world where he is deliberately cut off from 
tradition and history, so that he cannot 
develop any sense of rootedness, or if his 
environment is so polluted with ‘diversity’ and 
multi-culturalism that he cannot identify with 
his racial community, then he does not have 
a proper framework within which to see 
himself relative to the world. He feels no 
sense of belonging and no sense of respon- 
sibility. He becomes an individual in the sense 
of Ayn Rand and Harry Browne. 

There’s a name for this condition: it’s called 
alienation. \t's what happens to many young 
white people who attend schools where they 
are in a minority, who attend universities 
where ‘Eurocentrism’ is Politically Incorrect, 
who live in cities swarming with Third World 
immigrants, who see black and brown faces 
and get the Jewish slant on things every time 
they turn on the TV. 

Strong and healthy people react to this 
alienating environment by doing whatever it 
takes to develop a sense of racial identity 
anyway, but many weak or confused people 
become ‘individualists’. 


METHOD BEHIND THE MADNESS 


And you know, this alienating environment 
in which we live is not an accident; it was 
imposed on us deliberately by people who 
want to increase the level of alienation in our 
society, by people who encourage our people 
to become rootless individualists, by people 
who use all of the propaganda media at their 
disposal to convince everyone that it’s ‘racist’ 
to have roots, that it’s ‘hateful’ to have an 
interest in the history and traditions of one’s 
own people, that it’s practically criminal to be 
concerned about-the welfare, or even the 


Photo of a Greek man in the 1900s. Many 

Ancient Greeks did not follow the advice of 

their poet Theognis and choose mates with a 

view to the good of posterity. Instead they 

acted as ‘individualists’ and asserted their 
tight to do just as they liked. 


survival, of one’s race — if that race is white, 
if it’s European. 

My organisation, the National Alliance, 
attempts to fight alienation among our people 
in many ways. For example, we distribute a 
sticker showing the simple message: ‘Earth’s 
most endangered species: the white race. 
Help preserve it.’’ That’s all — no mention of 
any other race, nothing even remotely 
‘hateful’. And yet every time these stickers of 
ours are mentioned by the controlled news 
media they are called ‘hate propaganda’. 
Really: ‘hate propaganda’! 

Now thatis deliberate. This simple message 
calling on our people to be concerned about 
the preservation of our race always elicits an 
hysterical reaction from the controlled news 
media. The media bosses are afraid of our 
racial consciousness. They are terrified that 
we may feel responsible for our race. They 
are desperate to stamp out any feeling of 
rootedness or identity. That’s why they 
always respond to our simple, inoffensive 
message with their favourite scare-word: 
hate, hate, hate. And that’s a collective 
response. It’s not based on the decision of 
any single individual media boss. They have 
gotten together and formulated a strategy to 
advance their co//ective interests. And that’s 
why they're winning their war against us 
now. 

The rootless individualists believe they can 
survive and prosper as individuals, with no 
community or racial connections. Listen: the 
world doesn’t work that way. The rootless 
individualist doesn’t realise it, but he really is 
all alone out there. The other people with 
whom he’s competing think of themselves as 
members of groups. They think collectively. 
They collaborate. The suckers are not people 
like me who feel a sense of racial identity and 
racial responsibility. The suckers are the root- 
less individualists who follow the teachings of 
Ayn Rand and Harry Browne. 


“TT’S YOUR FAULT.”’ ‘‘No, it’s 
your fault!’’ This seemed to be the 
telephone dialogue between Prime 
Minister Tony Blair and Joachim 
Milberg, head of the German car- 
maker BMW, as the two argued over 
the latter’s decision last month to 
sell off the Rover and Land Rover 
firms which it had bought in 1995. 

Blair was apparently incensed that the Germans had 
deceitfully negotiated the sell-off behind his back. They in 
their turn laid the blame with the British Government in its 
failure to sign up to the Euro. 

Both sides to the argument were in fact talking nonsense. 
The Euro had absolutely nothing to do with the basic 
problems of Rover and Land Rover. At the same time, a British 
head of government who had not objected when the companies 
were bought up by BMW when the Tories were in power, and 
had done nothing since taking power himself to alter that state of 
affairs, should have understood that once British firms are taken 
into foreign ownership their new bosses are under no obligation 
to consult anyone but themselves and their shareholders as to 
what they do with those firms. 

Britain is having to learn the simple rule that she should have 
learned a long, long time ago: that when you relinquish owner- 
ship of an asset you relinquish control over it. The new masters 
have the right to dispose of the asset as they see fit, and if you 
don’t like this arrangement you should not have given up owner- 
ship in the first place. 


DEEP-ROOTED PROBLEMS 


Of course, the problems of Rover and Land Rover are rather 
more complex than can be sorted out by a simple argument over 
who owns the companies, whether in fact they are British-owned 
or foreign-owned. That is not denied. é 

The problems began, as most people know, many years ago; 
and they have been the topic of endless discussion by economic 
and industrial analysts ever since. The badly put-together con- 
glomerate British Leyland, formed in 1968 in pursuit of the 
theory that bigness was essential to survival in the modern world 
motor market, was from the start beset by managerial and shop- 
floor difficulties — the latter much exacerbated by trade union 
militancy. Beyond these difficulties lay certain strategically ill- 
advised decisions concerning the conglomerate’s future. Motor 
industry-watchers seem almost unanimous that the most far- 
reaching of these was the decision to try to compete in the world 
market for mass-produced cars instead of concentrating on lines 
where company expertise and resources gave better promise of 
success. Geoffrey Owen, writing of Leyland in The Spectator of 
30.10.99, said:- 

“*... In 1968 Donald Stokes, the company’s ebullient boss, was 

persuaded by Harold Wilson and Tony Benn (both of whom 

believed that big is beautiful) to merge with the ailing British 

Motor Corporation (BMC). The new entity, British Leyland, was 

to be Britain’s national champion in cars and trucks. 

‘“BMC was the country’s largest manufacturer of mass-market 

cars, but its Austin and Morris models were losing sales to Ford, 

and Leyland’s managers had no experience of competing in this 

league. The outcome was calamitous. Not only did the creation of 

British Leyland fail to stop the rot at Austin and Morris (the lack- 

lustre Allegro and Marina were no match for Ford’s Escort and 

Cortina), but it also damaged the healthier parts of the group, 

including Rover.”’ 

Rover at this time still had an image for good quality and 
would have been well placed to compete with the rising BMW in 
the up-market range. The latter company, however, had 
embarked on a wiser development policy, to which, until 
recently, they remained committed. Said Owen:- 


**... the German company had not deviated from its chosen 


Rover and Harland & 
Wolltt: 


the buck stops 


with government 


JAMES THURGOOD looks at the 


latest casualties of giobalism 


strategy and — helped by a much more buoyant home market — 
had gone from strength to strength. Rover, by contrast... was 
looking increasingly vulnerable, not least because so many other 
manufacturers had entered the luxury end of the market.”’ 


THE LARGER PICTURE 


Owen’s analysis here is accurate so far as it goes, but it is like 
so many diagnoses of the ills of the British motor industry in that 
it focuses on symptoms rather than causes. Foreign motor manu- 
facturers, and the governments that sometimes influence their 
policy decisions, are also made up at the top of fallible people 
who can sometimes misread the market and make disastrous 
mistakes; and BMW’s decision to buy Rover is turning out to 
look like a prime example of this. But such diagnoses seem 
invariably to commit the error of getting too close to specific 
catastrophes instead of taking a step backwards and looking at 
the larger panorama of the British motor industry — and indeed 
of British manufacturing as a whole — in the post-1945 period. 

British industrial policy during this time has oscillated between 
two theories concerning government’s approach to industry. 

One, which was standard Labour philosophy until the onset of 
the Blair revolution, is that government must intervene wherever 
necessary to prop up ailing industries, sometimes with vast 
injections of taxpayers’ money, in order to preserve jobs and 
thus industrial workers’ votes — without any really serious 
attempt to tackle the underlying causes bringing on such ailments 
in the first place. There was always in this policy the flavour of 
“short-termism’ and panic, with an eye much more to the next 
election rather than to ultimate national economic needs. 

The opposite theory, long resident in Tory ranks but official 
gospel since the Thatcher takeover, is that government should 
abandon the policy of intervention and leave industries to sink or 
swim in a ‘free market’, the view here being that if, conse- 
quently, British manufacturers sink rather than swim that is their 
fault; it is brutal commercial justice and not the responsibility of 
the nation’s leaders. If then foreigners take our trade, while at 
the same time buying up most of what is left of our own indus- 
trial resources, good luck to them — they deserve to do so! 

The deeper rationale behind this doctrine is that in the longer 
term the British economy will benefit: we will redirect our 
efforts and investment into areas where our talents are more 
suited to success (financial services, pop music and TV pro- 
grammes, for example!); if foreign takeover of our manu- 
facturing industry makes it become more efficient, then all well 
and good — let’s welcome it; finally, market forces and the need 
to adapt to them will eventually force British industry to achieve 
the desired efficiency and competitiveness, and in time we might 
hope thus to see more of it not only successful but actually 
home-owned as well. 

In fact, both of these concepts have been thoroughly dis- 
credited by the events of the past 20-30 years. ‘Market forces’ 

Contd. overleaf 
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have not provided the stimulus expected to regenerate British 
manufacturing, as forecast in Thatcherite rhetoric, and it is 
legitimate now to ask just how many more decades we must wait 
for them to do so. Foreign ownership has in certain areas been 
followed by improvements, but at an immense cost: decisions 
concerning the survival of vital industries in this country are not 
any longer in our own hands — as recent developments at Rover 
and Ford have underlined. And are we not making an error in 
assuming that superior foreign techniques of industrial manage- 
ment and organisation cannot, where they are evident, be 
imported without ownership having to be imported with it? Did 
not Japan’s emergence into a major industrial power come from 
observing what made foreign industries work and emulating it — 
without any wholesale sell-out to foreign owners? 

Clearly, on the other hand, a reversion to the Old Labour 
practice of just pumping money into declining industries, without 
any firm steps to grapple with the causes of the decline, is not 
only economically impractical but politically impractical too, 
since an overwhelming consensus across the political spectrum 
dismisses it for the failure that it is. 


IT ALL STARTS WITH GOVERNMENT 


None of this, however, dilutes the truth that, at the end of the 
day, the ultimate responsibility for a nation’s industrial capability 
and fortunes lies with government. Whatever the importance of 
private commercial skill, initiative and enterprise, government it 
is that creates the environment in which these things operate, or 
fail to operate, to national advantage; government it is that sets 
the rules determining their operation; not least, government it is 
that alone can create the cultural and educational background 
making for industrial competence. 

And it is here that government in Britain has singularly fallen 
short of requirements in the post-war period — if indeed it ever 
met such requirements previously. 

Since as far back as the Industrial Revolution, it has been an 
almost uniquely British doctrine that private economic forces, left 
to themselves in a business free-for-all, will produce the results 
that are best from a national point of view. The doctrine survived 
for a long time because British world leadership in manufacturing 
gave us certain advantages that were slow to disappear. But some 
time before the end of the 19th century, the emergence of stiff 
competition in Continental Europe, particularly Germany, 
provided testimony to the superior benefits of government and 
industry working in close partnership in pursuit of a clear and 
firm national policy. Only in the late 20th century, however, did 
Britain reap the full fruits of the inadequacy of old-fashioned 
laissez-faire thinking, with the destruction, one after another, of 
her once-great manufacturing companies and the foreign takeover 
of so many of those that remained. 

The first step towards a reversal of this process of decay and 
decline is for us to grasp the principle that where the economy is 
concerned it is at the level of government that the buck stops. 

And from that first step there must come a policy, given all 
the full force of government intelligence and will, dedicated to 
industrial recovery and resurgence — just as that very policy 
lifted Japan from out of the rubble of World War II to the level 
of the world’s second industrial power. 

Spearhead and the British National Party have often enough 
reiterated the necessity of nationalism and protection as means of 
regenerating and then preserving Britain’s manufacturing 
strength. In the case of the Rover crisis, this is particularly 
pertinent. The quality of Rover cars has in fact improved consid- 
erably over the past decade or so, but this has not been reflected 
in sales. If the strength of the pound has affected exports, 
business in the UK should have compensated, but British 
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motorists, lacking the nationalist preferences of their German, 
French and Japanese counterparts and under no government 
pressure to change those preferences, still prefer to buy foreign 
models. Note here what Geoffrey Owen said about BMW bene- 
fiting from ‘‘a much more buoyant home market.”’ 

Nationalism and protection are an essential part of the policy 
needed for British industrial recovery. However, they are not 
enough on their own; they merely provide the required frame- 
work within which further measures must be taken. 


NEED FOR CHANGE IN PRIORITIES 


Our whole scale of national goals and priorities has to change, 
and this is largely a cultural question just much as it is one of 
economic policy. ‘New Labour’, just as much as the Tories, 
seems incapable of recognising this, let alone putting it into 
practice. 
ae 
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Symbolic of the problems of British industry: These Rover 75 

models are standing unsold outside the firm’s Cowley plant. 

The 75 is a good-quality car but too few want to buy it. One 

of the reasons is that British motorists are less nationalist- 
minded than their counterparts overseas. 


Education, to begin with, has to reflect the nation’s will and 
purpose to produce more people with the required technical skills 
for modern industry. That is a mammoth task with British 
education in the state in which it exists today. A complete 
revolution in our educational goals must precede such a policy. 
Will New Labour even begin to carry out such a revolution — 
whatever its professed good intentions in this sphere? That our 
present Prime Minister seems to be concentrating the bulk of his 
time and attention on appeasing terrorists, hectoring and bullying 
Serbs, persecuting retired right-wing dictators and pushing 
through ‘gay rights’ legislation does not give room for much 
hope in this regard. 

But Tony’s preoccupations reflect his and his government’s 
cultural priorities. Labour — even New Labour — has never 
really been efficiency-oriented in any field at all, including the 
field of industry. In the meantime, the Tories remain fixed in 
their belief that industrial regeneration is not really a govern- 
ment’s business. 


SHIPBUILDING GOING DOWN THE TUBES 


As well as the debacle of Rover, we have discovered, only last 
month, that the once-great Harland & Wolff shipbuilding yards 
in Belfast are likely to go out of business because their one 
remaining lifeline, a contract to build the mammoth new cruise 
liner Queen Mary II, has been awarded to a French company. 
Tony has protested that his government has done all it possibly 
can within Euro rules to get Harland & Wolff the contract. It 
seems not to occur to him that the French give not a damn for 
those same Euro rules and almost certainly have given under-the- 


counter subsidies to their company to enable it to outbid H&W. 
This consideration aside, were Cunard, who made the order, 2 
proper British company under British control instead of being 
based, as it now is, in Florida, the question of awarding the 
contract to a foreign firm should never have arisen. 

From this analysis, two essential needs stand out if the 
downward trend in British industrial strength is to be reversed. 

The first is that we in this country must rid ourselves of the 
idea that the fortunes of our major industrial companies are 
affairs that stand outside the province of government, that 
government is powerless to do anything about them; to the 
contrary, it is only from a lead given by government that other 
forms of action, however much they may involve entrepreneurial 
enterprise and initiative and shop-floor good sense and com- 
petence, can be effective. 

The second need lies in the rejection of globalism and the 


embrace of nationalism. The aim must be a British industry, 
owned by British capital and producing for British consumers, 
who in their turn will buy British products and services. Trade 
overseas should revert essentially to what it used to be: an 
arrangement by which we buy goods we cannot produce our- 
selves in exchange for those in which we produce a surplus. 
Though this amounts to something of an oversimplification in the 
complex economy of today, and would allow a few exceptions to 
the general rule, its basic soundness of principle nevertheless still 
applies. 

The one certainty of our times is that these commonsense rules 
of the game will not be recognised, least of all adopted, by any 
of today’s mainstream political parties. 

We therefore have to resign to the fact that things are going to 
have to get worse before there is any chance of their getting 
better. 


“CALL ME TONY — 
OR, RATHER, ANTONIA” 


On the left is Tony Blair, pictured in his 
Oxford days, with a rather camp group 
of friends calling themselves the Archers. 
Tony, in case you haven't guessed, is 
second from the right in the back row. 
One story about Tone from those days, 
printed in the Daily Mail on the 72th 
February, is that once he was accused of 
entertaining a woman after hours. Con- 
fronted with the evidence of lipstick 
found in his rooms, he said: “Oh, that’s 
mine. “ 

The report went on to say that “‘none of 
the other Archers could identify the 
female owner of the lipstick. “’ 

[t is reputed that when in school in Edin- 
burgh our PM was known as ‘Emily’. 
Come to think of it, this could explain a 
lot! (see page four last month). 


News from the Asylum 


CHESHIRE fire brigade has embarked on a 
policy of ‘equal opportunities’ — which, in 
effect, means unequal opportunities. In an 
effort to get more women and ethnic minority 
recruits, the brigade is giving such people a 
second chance to pass fitness tests. White men, 
in the meantime, will only be given the one 
first chance, as before. 


education. 


* 


* * * 


EIGHT Labour councillors in Cardiff have been 
suspended by their party for three months for 
voting against allowance increases. The rises will 
give the mayor £58,000 a year for a three-day 
week, 

ok 
TEENAGERS who have played truant, been 
expelled or under-achieved will be given trips to 
the United States, financed by the British 
taxpayer. At a cost of £1,000 each, a group of six 


* 


will travel to upstate New York for a term in a 
last-ditch effort to speark their interest in 


The trip, sponsored by the Department of 
Education, is part of a government initiative to x ok x 
boost learning in “‘areas of social deprivation.”’ 


MEANWHILE, children excluded from sec- 
ondary schools in Luton, Bedfordshire, were 
recently sent on a go-karting course, part of a 
‘‘multi-agency project catering for holistic 
diversionary provision for young people for 
positive action linked to the community safety 
strategy and the pupil referral unit.’’ 


SCHOOL tuberculosis jabs have been suspended 
despite a global explosion in the killer disease and 
a flood of potential carriers into Britain. 


The NHS has virtually run out of the BGC 
vaccine after problems with the only UK supplier. 
Doctors fear the disease could be spread by 

immigrants from countries like India, where 40 
per cent of adults carry TB. Expert Dr. Peter 
Ormerod said: ‘‘Tuberculosis cases are likely to 
rise, no question.”’ 


‘GAY’ astrologer Russell Grant has just published 
his version of Prime Minister Blair’s horoscope 
for 2000. “‘It’s Blair’s gay year,”’ he says. ‘‘The 
two most dominant aspects are Uranian, making it 
vital that he courts the pink vote.”’ 

“Uranus is the gay planet, creative and diff- 
erent and open,’’ Grant went on. ““The Prime 
Minister must go with his Uranian aspects enthus- 
iastically.”’ 


* 


* * * 


MORE PEOPLE in Britain are now employed 
in Indian restaurants than in shipbuilding, steel 
manufacturing and coal mining put together 
(Report in Financial Times). 


* 
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NEW FORMAT FOR 
PARTY PAPER 


Many readers will be aware that there has 
been a change in name and format in the British 
National Party’s official newspaper. The old 
name British Nationalist has been dispensed with 
for the paper but will still be used for members’ 
bulletins. In its place, the party has adopted The 
Voice of Freedom. 

Along with this change, the party has also 
altered the style and presentation of the paper, 
the main change here being the use of newsprint 
paper, which is considerably cheaper than the 
old paper used and enables the party to have the 
newspaper printed at a good deal lower cost. 
This reduces the price charged to the customer 
from 60p to 45p. It also enables the party to 
produce quantities for giveaway, such as at 
election times. 


aap Fre -edom , 


"ad a 


Britain is being flooded with iliegal immigrants. Only 

one thing can halt it - expelling iegals. Liana 
Secretary Jack Straw - like his predecessors 

not ar one effective action to oe oe ae the nat te 


STRAW’S 


SWINDLE 


The new-format paper. The Voice of 
Freedom achieves much lower production 
costs by using newsprint paper. 


The BNP reports that a print-run of 40,000 
was made for the first issue of The Voice of 
Freedom — a vast number more than was ever 
ordered for British Nationalist. Whilst it is known 
that newsprint greatly reduces printing costs, for 
such a quantity to be printed without loss 
suggests that the party has been fortunate to find 


a printer prepared to offer particularly generous 


rates. This is greatly to be welcomed. 

We at Spearhead, always willing to give credit 
where it is due, think that the adoption of news- 
print and the achievement of lower printing costs 
constitutes a forward step. We would, however, 
correct one misapprehension, and this is that the 
idea has never been thought of before. It was in 
fact discussed on two occasions in the past, but 
the problem at that time was that the only 
printer available who would take on BNP jobs 
did not have the machinery which would have 
made newsprint possible. If such a printer has 
now been found, that is very good news. 

We are sorry to see the advert for Spearhead 


dropped from the latest issue of the paper, but 


we will continue advertising TVOF. 
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Michael Newland to 
stand for London Mayor 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
announced last month that it would be 
contesting the coming election for 
Mayor of London and that Michael 
Newland would be the party’s 
candidate. 

In the current political climate, the 
election provides an excellent oppor- 
tunity for the BNP. The old parties 
are more than ever discredited. The 
other mayoral candidates are of app- 
allingly low calibre. The chance for 
the BNP to pick up a good number of 
protest votes is greater than ever. 

The importance of the campaign 
demands that all BNP activists — and 
some who are not normally activists 
— make extra special efforts to get 
out and help spread the message over 
the coming month. 


Listen to nationalist radio! 
Send large SAE for broadcast details to:- 
LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX 

Internet: www.natvan.com & www. 
natall.com 


APOLOGIES 


It has been drawn to our attention that some 
subscribers’ copies went out last month without 
stamps on the envelopes. We apologise for this 
error. 


PMV 


THE CANDIDATE 
Michael Newland seen here (left) speak- 
ing at a BNP rally 


Those willing to help should find 
out details of how to do so by ringing 
the party’s information line for 
London, which is 0374 454893. 


PLEASE GET PHOTOS 
IN ON TIME! 


We at Spearhead greatly appreciate it 
when supporters send to us photographs of 
BNP meetings and other activities so as to 
illustrate our reports. We must ask, how- 
ever, that these people, once they have 
taken the photos, be sure to get them 
developed and posted off to us as quickly 
as possible. \f they arrive too late for our 
production deadline, we cannot use them! 


PO Box 
44, 
Bexleyheath, 
Kent, DAZ 


6ZS 
Tel- 


iderttiy 


We all need IDENTITY 


ephone: 
07979 
44/7 GGG 


Identity is the newly launched official magazine of the 
British National Party. With 28 glossy pages and a 
full-colour cover, plus articles on a wide range of 
topics, Identity is a showcase for modern nationalism 


and a ‘must’ for dedicated activists and curious 


sympathisers alike. 


Issue number one includes: Home and Overseas news; BNP objectives for the year ahead; 
White settlers in prehistoric America; book reviews; the launch of the Association of British 


ex-servicemen, and much, much more. 


The cover price of Identity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain their sample 
copies for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just £2.00. Please make cheques or 
Postal Orders payable to ‘Identity’, and send to PO Box 44, Bexleyheath, Kent, DA7 6ZS. 


Meeting votes on constitutional changes 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY Annual 
Rally that was not held in the Autumn of 1999 
eventually took place on the 11th of last 
month, being combined with a General 
Members’ Meeting called for the purpose of 
voting upon changes to the party’s constitution. 
All comers were encouraged to attend the rally 
but only card-carrying members were eligible 
to vote on the constitutional changes. 

The meeting was held in a well-appointed 
hall at a sports centre in Milton Keynes. So far 
as the number in attendance was concerned, a 
report on the party’s website gave ‘‘up to 
400.’’ Spearhead’s own reporter, backed up 
by another, estimated about 200. Those 
present will just have to make their own guess 


as to which estimate is closest to being correct. . 


Tony Lecomber was the first speaker and 
introduced the constitutional changes. The first 
of these was an amendment to the effect that 
such changes in the future should be voted 
upon by means of a postal ballot. This was 
passed. 

The second proposed change came, again, 
in the way of an amendment to an original 
resolution. The amendment was that anyone 
wishing to contest the post of party leader in a 
leadership election would only be eligible to do 
so if he or she were a current office-holder in 
the party. With some opposition greeting this 
proposal, it was further amended to read that 
a non-office-holder could stand in such an 
election if his or her nomination were backed 
by 100 signatories. This amendment to an 
amendment was passed. 


NICK GRIFFIN 
Called for BNP to exploit popular back- 
lash 


Also passed were some amendments to the 
wording of the party’s original Political 
Objectives as stated in Section 1 of the 1982 
Constitution, these being made necessary by 
changes in the world situation since that time. 

Mrs. Sharron Edwards spoke next and 
called for more candidates for the local 
government elections, due in May. She 


stressed the need for more involvement in 
community politics. 

Party Chairman Nick Griffin then gave the 
first of two speeches. This was focused mainly 
on the coming elections for London. He said 
that the Greater London Assembly was part of 
Prime Minister Blair’s campaign to break up 
the United Kingdom. He highlighted the 
decision to make five per cent the threshold 
qualification figure for winning seats, whilst 
the general figure around the world in PR 
elections was three per cent. This raising of 
the figure, he said, had been done to stop the 
BNP. 

Mr. Griffin went on to say that the BNP 
was intending to field a candidate in the 
elections to London Mayor. The deposit, he 
said, would cost £10,000, and a further 
£10,000 would be needed to finance the 
campaign. It was later announced that the 
party’s mayoral candidate would be Michael 
Newland. 

Mr. Griffin pointed out that in London and 
the West Midlands, where the best results 
were hoped for, help would be needed from 
other areas where elections were not being 
fought. A lot of loudhailer work would be 
required, and for this and other purposes the 
party had recently purchased four motor 
vehicles. 

Tony Lecomber returned to the platform and 
spoke about the development of branches, 
announcing the formation of a new unit in 
Watford and saying that the party was now 
recruiting an average of three new members a 
day. He spoke of the success of the new party 
newspaper, saying that 33,000 had been 
produced in the first print-run. 

Regional reports were then given by Steve 
Edwards (West Midlands), Chris Jackson 
(North West), Alan Gould (London) and Chris 
Telford (North East). 

A speech was made by Peter Baker which 
admirably combined humour with seriousness. 
Mr. Baker pointed out that there were now 
enormous opportunities for the BNP to recruit 
those many people now feeling anger at the 
flood of asylum-seekers, providing that some 
members raised their work rate and, in his 
own words, ‘‘walked the extra mile.”’ 

Meeting chairman meeting Frank Forte then 
made his collection appeal. Using the well- 
established ‘Dutch Auction’ method, he was 
successful in raising just a fraction under 
£4,000, then made up to the full figure. 

Nick Griffin then made the final speech. He 
spoke of the various political trends that were 
damaging Britain but provided opportunities 
for the BNP to exploit the backlash. These 
trends included: the movement towards an 
ever-more integrated Europe; the effects of the 
global economy on British industry and 
agriculture; social engineering schemes, in 
particular the moves to extend the ‘rights’ of 
homosexuals; immigration and multi-cultur- 
alism. 


GMM resolutions: a rather 
strange procedure 


Some BNP members have been in 
touch with us since the party’s 
General Members’ Meeting on 
March 11th expressing their concern 
about the procedure adopted for the 
debate of resolutions for constit- 
utional change. © 

In a members’ bulletin issued in 
February there was a list of constit- 
utional resolutions scheduled for the 
agenda. So far so good, but no 
mention was made of the procedure 
for casting proxy votes by members 
unable to attend. In the event, 
proxys were accepted on the day 
but it seemed unsatisfactory to 
some that no directions for these 
had been given in the bulletin. 

Perhaps more controversial still, at 
the meeting certain last-minute 
amendments to resolutions were 
introduced which had not been 
specified in the members’ bulletin. 
All that had been stated in the 
bulletin was that amendments to 
resolutions would be considered if 
they were received by the 8th 
March. This, of course, gave no 
time for members to be informed of 
those amendments by further bull- 
etin in advance of the meeting. A 
number of members have said to us 
— and we are bound to agree — 
that the correct procedure would 
have been for the scheduling of 
bulletins to be arranged so that there 
was time to inform members, not 
only of the original resolutions, but 
also, later on, of the proposed 
amendments. Such information 
might have influenced the decision 
of a number of members as to 
whether or not to attend or send 
proxy votes on specific resolutions 
or amendments. 

One particular amendment which 
was ‘sprung’ upon those present at 
the last moment called for a con- 
dition to be made of anyone contest- 
ing the office of party leader that 
that person currently hold office in 
the party. After this had been chall- 
enged from the floor, it was amen- 
ded to read that such a candidate 
may contest that office if he or she 
had 100 signatures of nomination. 
Had there been no such challenge, 
this amendment would have been 
pushed through with most members 
of the party having had no chance 
even to consider it. 

With regard to the rule requiring 
100 signatures, while obtaining 
these should present no terrible 
problems to any candidate with a 
realistic chance of success, the 
feeling among some members is that 
such a constitutional innovation 
deserved much more thorough ex- 
amination and debate before being 
adopted. We share this opinion. 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead ' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: Most will be relieved that the 
Government’s disgraceful treatment of 
General Pinochet has at last come to its 
inglorious end. Pinochet, apart from being 
a proven friend of Britain, saved his 
people from the communist tyranny of 
Allende. For that, the world should be 
thankful. Would that we had’a leader in 
power who put his country ‘and people 
first, as Pinochet always did. 

By contrast, we are saddled with a 
prime minister who negotiates with allies 
of terrorists like Adams and McGuinness, 
releases those same terrorists from 
prison, surrounds himself with homo- 
sexuals and commits our undermanned, 
underarmed and undervalued forces to» 
wage war against countries who pose no 
threat to us and where we have no 
business. 

By its action against Pinochet, the 
Government has created a precedent that 
one day may rebound. For it was Mr. 
Blair, together with that absurd pip- 
squeak Robin Cook, the priapic Bill Clinton 
and that tiresome termagant Madeleine 
Albright, who launched the war against 
Serbia, By doing so they illegally inter- 
vened in the internal affairs of a sovereign 
state in direct contravention of the United 
Nations’ Charter and the North Atlantic 
Treaty. 

Furthermore, they were responsible for 
ordering the use of the cluster-bombs that 
did very little damage to the Serbian Army 
but killed, and are killing and maiming, 
countless civilians in Serbia and Kosovo. 
To my mind, Blair and his fellow warlords 
are far worse than Milosevic, the man 
they brand as a war criminal. 

If one day, when Mr. Blair is enjoying 
one of his expensive foreign holidays, he 
is apprehended and incarcerated as a 
suspected war criminal, he will have no 
Cause to complain. 

RONALD G.W. RICKCORD 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


SIR: In reply to Mr. Frank Kimbal Johnson 
writing in the March issue, | feel that the 
National health Service and the private 
sector (1 have worked as a male nurse in 
both areas from 1983) have many ded- 
icated people working within them, and it 
is these that make the NHS work. | find it 
insulting to hear talk about the alleged 
‘self-interest’ of the doctors, nurses and 
supporting staff. Often these people work 
unsocfable hours and also give of their 
free time. 

Of course, there is much that needs, 
change. There should be better inspection 


Page 22 


of hospitals. As for over-funding of areas, 
this only applies to a small proportion of 
the population using the NHS, such as 
AIDS patients. 

| agree with mr. Kimbal Johnson over 
the importance of a healthy life-style and 
education in this matter, and | feel that 
people who deserve care should get the 
care needed, rather than those who drain 
the system of money. 

With regard to over-training, | feel that 
all people in care work should be edu- 
cated, and a good level of basic know- 
ledge is needed before anyone enters any 
field of specialisation. While training in 
different areas, the doctors give valuable 
time to the wards in those areas, as also 
do the nurses. | can, however, see that 
nurses could carry out much of the work 
currently done by doctors. 

To close, | welcome debate in nation- 
alist circles on the NHS — and indeed 
other areas of the welfare state and 
would welcome a discussion with Mr. 
Kimbal Johnson on these subjects. 
NAME AND ADDRESS SUPPLIED 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: In defence of Mr. 
Kimbal Johnson, there is no evidence in 
his article that he accused all doctors and 
other staff in the NHS as being motivated 
by self-interest, only certain ones.) 


SIR: Reading through Eldridge Cleaver’s 
book Sou/ on /ce, | came across these 
appalling expressions of anti-white hatred, 
contained in a poem to a white girl:- 


| hate you 

Because you’s white 
Your white meat 

Is nightmare food. 
White is the skin of evil. 


Cleaver was one of the leaders of the 
Black Panther Party in the United States. 
In the book he goes on to boast of his 
criminal behaviour:- 


“| crossed the tracks and sought out 
white prey. | did this consciously, delib- 
erately, wilfully, methodically... Rape is 
an insurrectionary act. It delighted me 
that | was defying and trampling upon 
the White Man’s law, upon his system 
of values, and that | was defiling his 
women... | wanted to send waves of 
consternation throughout the white 
race.’’ 


Cleaver then quotes what he calls a 
‘poem’ by Leroy Jones:- 
Rape the white girls. 
Rape their fathers. 
Cut the mothers’ throats. 


Cleaver goes on to say:- 


“| know that if | had not been appre- 
hended | would have slit some white 
throats. There are, of course, many 
young Blacks out there right now who 
are slitting white throats and raping the 
White Girl.’’ 


Now there’s a few examples of rea/ 
hate! Why, when liberals are talking about 
‘hatred’, don’t they mention the evil 
ravings of people like Cleaver? 

HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


Letters 


SIR: It occurs to me that, possibly, other 
patriots might like to do what | am doing. 
| have just written to my Conservative 
local councillor telling her that, as my 
contribution to William Hague’s ‘Save our 
Identity’ campaign, | am sending to Tory 
leaders photo-copies of the excellent back 
page of the February Spearhead, showing 
the white schoolchildren in the Midlands 
who won the performance award. 
MICHAEL INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: Glasgow City Council sent a coach- 
load of Romanian asylum-seekers down to 
London after twelve women and 48 child- 
ren were caught begging just a week after 
they arrived in the city. The Romanians 
were sent to Scotland under a programme 
to spread the refugee burden more widely 
around the UK. The women had all been 
allocated furnished flats in Glasgow and 
were given income support. 

This episode highlights the tensions 
being sparked by the influx of asylum- 
seekers. Councils in London have been 
made responsible for 60,000 of them 
while Kent has processed some 20,000. 
Home Office statistics for the end of 
1999 showed a total of 100,000 applic- 
ations received. This is the picture of soft- 
touch Britain, and public anger is growing. 
During the GLA and other local elections 
around the country the people will have 
the chance to vote BNP — the only party 
to say no to the bogus asylum-seekers. 
flooding Britain. 

MARK TWIDDY 
London E.7 


SIR: In a country where spies and terror- 
ists walk free, paedophiles stalk our 
children and our young men are being 
legally made available for buggery at an 
alarmingly tender age, one wonders ‘why 
the motorist is being targeted as a pariah 
of the millennium. 

What with income-related fines, 
multiple penalty points and lengthy driving 
bans, the oppression of the motorist is 
becoming intolerable. 

With over a million prosecutions in 
1998 and the massive revenues being 
raised in fines, we should not be surprised 
that the Government is to turn the screw 
even further — but not because it cares 
about lives being endangered, only 
because battering the motorist means . 
money for the exchequer. One million 
motorists paying even the minimum fine 
today nets a cool £40 million! 

Meanwhile we are told that it is 
barbaric to execute a mugger who has 
just kicked an 86-year-old pensioner to 
death. Well, there’s no money in it,is 
there? 

IVAN BURROWS 
Sheffield, Yorks. 


SIR: I'll have to go digital because the 
way things are going my basic five TV 
channels will soon show nothing but 
black faces. 

BisCOUPE 

Bradford, Yorks. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8 8ZU 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


For a Britain Strong and Free 
Attractive pamphlet in full colour prepared espec- 
ially to deal with enquiries from the 1999 Euro 


Election and now serving as the main intro- 
ductory publication for the BNP. £7.26 post-free. 


Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.55 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2.00 post- 
free. 

No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters. 60p post- 
free. 

The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 44p post- 
free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must' for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists' Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears -- valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair's unbel- 
ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown 
out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman Tebbitt's 
infamous ‘On your bike’ comment, this dis- 


gusting suggestion has given the BNP a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour’s old industrial heartlands. 

Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 
many parts of the country to the point of 
collapse. 

Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 
who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 
perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a-halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 

The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 
for 2,000. 

Other publicity items in stock are the 
headline-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 
Labour's attack on the welfare state, Defend 
British Fishermen, and British Countrymen, the 
BNP newsletter produced especially for country 
people. Call 07774 454893 for details. 
Regular leafleting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November '97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional reports, plus 
stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 
Griffin and John Tyndall. 


Rally January ‘97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in London on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 


Rally '95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rallies '95-'97 cost £15.92 each post- 
free. 


Rally ‘94: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. £73.02 post-free. 


Build the BNP — read and sell... 
The Voice of Freedom 


The monthly newspaper of the British 
National Party is packed with news and facts 
the controlled media don’t want you to know 
about. Its subjects range from anti-white 
racism to the destruction of Britain’s econ- 
omic and political independence. Every issue 
brings you shocking reports of events hushed 
up by the mainstream news media. 

But it’s not just a matter of knocking the 
other parties. TVOF also sets out inplain, 
simple language how the BNP would deal 
with the problems facing Britain. 

The Voice of Freedom is tabloid-size and 
has 12 pages, with plenty of illustrations. 

Don’t miss a single issue. Order now! 


Send three first-class stamps for sample 
copy and subscription details and write 
to: PO Box 1032, Ilford, Essex IG1 
IDY. 


THE KEY TO GROWTH 


While it is personal contact which makes 
most enquirers commit themselves to the 
BNP, the best way to find those enquirers in 
the first place, and to generate local press 
interest, is through regular leafleting. All BNP 
units, and even isolated members, should aim 
for a leaflet drop at least once a week. 


East London council elections ‘Vote BNP’ video. 
Includes the uncut General Election broadcast. 17 
minutes of ground-breaking publicity material. 
£6.50 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 
century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 
Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the 
apathetic to’ stir themselves and get involved! 
£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 
Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 


British National Party lapel badges: These are 
temporarily out of stock. The party is re-ordering, 
pand. they should be available very soon. Watch’ 
this page for further information. 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (Phone 0374 454893) 


P.O. BOX 59, MOLD, FLINTS. CH7 5ZA 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and rviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 


... AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
impartant that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
1991)},027.2pp: 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ — the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 

ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 


BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in intellectual 
Capacity among people and groups. The ways in 
which these could be accounted for by environ- 
mental influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999; 158pp- 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 


CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white race by 
Asian immigrant invasion. 
ordinary bookshops, but now only available from 
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Once on sale in. 


The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated 
by calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
SOp. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to ‘Freedom 
Books’ only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 59 
Mold 
Flints. CH7 5ZA 


New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 
distributes these books because it is felt that they 
fill important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of the 
policies of the party. The party reserves the right 
to differ with some of the authors over some 
parts of their writings. 


the nationalist ‘underground’. One of the great 
works of fiction of the second half of the 20th 
century. 1973, 311pp. 


CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 
David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 
icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 


CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 


THE CASE FOR 
¥ About 
wAVING *:. 
ad Hain supp- 
FS ression 
of free 
speech 
in so- 
called 
‘demo- 
cratic’ 
Aust- 
ralia 
(See this 


page) 


The selective censorship of history and free speech 


_ NIGEL JACKSON 


history that have not found their way into text- 
books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
ll leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in its raising of 
awkward questions concerning Churchill as a 
national leader, though the author is more 
moderate in his treatment of his subject than is 
Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the _ international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981; 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author's origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British 
National Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. 
First published in 1986, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 


EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. The book argues that the European Union 
is fascist and corporatist in.inspiration. Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA and _internat- 
ionalists like Arnold Tgynbee and Joseph Reit- 
linger. 1996, 149pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’... the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War... the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Union.. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 


GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £15.00. How American sovereignty 
and social justice are being sacrificed to the gods 
of the ‘global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and social justice with great 
relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES TO TOWN«x (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’ Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
250pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independent farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


MARCO POLO REPORT (institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 
MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 
by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 
by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 
rep. 1992. 73pp. 


Excellent 
new work 
from one of 
America’s 
best-known 
writers 

(see this 


page) 


H REVOLUTION 
fh MIDDLE 


Samuel francis 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First 
published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar-argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 
RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 


A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 


Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
vi, 273pp. 

RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 
RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc) £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement. 
Trenchant criticism of both capitalism and 
communism. 1984, 78pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £6.50. Series of incisive essays arguing 


that v. .te patriots should adopt insurgent, rather 
than conservative, strategies to defend their 
culture and values. Although written for 
Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British nationalists too. 1997, 250pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and 
European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War Il by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy, showing how 
Stalin incited the war hoping to seize Western 
Europe in the ensuing chaos. 1987, 152pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS= £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian N. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Socia/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt 
slavery and destructive economics. 1998, 
337pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind the 
scenes’ of international politics. 1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origins of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983,, 
320pp. 

WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127pp. : 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 
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Tyndall portrait for sale 


BRITISH NATIONAL 
PARTY leader Nick Griffin 
spoke in Carfiff on the 26th 
February at a meeting org- 
anised by the South Wales 
BNP. About 20 were 
present. 

Mr. Griffin spoke of the 
growing worries among the 
British people about uncon- 
trolled immigration, in part- 
icular the recent flood of = 
asylum-seekers. He exam- <~ 
ined how this may help the 
BNP’s prospects in coming 
elections. With regard to the 
latter, he emphasised how 
important it was that all the 
party’s candidates should be 
present at the election count 
so as to minimise the possibility of vote- 
rigging. 

He said that one of the best chances the 
BNP had of an election victory in the near 
future was in Tipton, in the West Midlands, 
where last year Steve Edwards managed to 
obtain 17.2 per cent of the poll. This year, 
with greater effort the party could get one or 
two councillors elected. 

He went on to speak of the current media 
hysteria over the party’s anti-immigration 
policies, with some writers conjuring up 
fables of concentration camps as being the 
only alternative to the multi-racial society. 
His way of dealing with the problem, he 
said, would be to settle money on the immig- 


Some British National Party supporters 
have got together to produce and market a 
framed portrait of the party’s founder and 
Spearhead editor John Tyndall (shown 
above). Mr. Tyndall himself neither init- 
iated nor has taken any part in this project, 
much though he appreciates the gesture. 
Copies of the portrait are signed by him 
personally and also by the artist, Anthony 
Payne. 

The price per copy is £40.00 (post-free) 
UK only. Please make cheques or POs out 
to ‘Save Our Sterling’, and send orders to 
PO Box 56, Bexleyheath, Kent DA7 6ZQ. 
In accordance with Mr. Tyndall’s wishes, 
all profits will go to the BNP. 


How to obtain SpeasMeth . 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Fill in the | 
form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also the 
rates for bulk-buyers. 


GMCEISERIDSUBSCRIPTION OFIOW ...ci or icicscscssccsccescctcenpe tees etesne tone 
Rene er TOTS (IE PRET TOE oc on vas s och Qt pth Ge tpmenenslprotheatly Ok OO aes 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


British Isles: £22.500) Overseas surface mail: £24.600) Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£25.660) Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £:32.3000 Unsealed 
‘air mail Australasia, Far East: £33.900 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 
case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 
for banker's commission and charges. 

‘Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

-10-19 copies: £1.10 each; 20-49 copies: £1.00 each; 50-99 copies: 83p each; 100- 
199 conies: 69p each; 200-499 copies: 60p each; 500 copies or over: 55p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spéarhead and sent 
to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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Cardiff: Nick Griffin speaks 


rants in order to persuade them to return to 
their countries of origin. 

David Jones chaired the meeting. The coll- 
ection raised £117.00 and literature sales 
amounted to £83.00. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First published 
in 1988, the new (1998) edition has been updated to 
take in the many new developments on the political 
scene occuring since. The book gives compre- 
hensive coverage of all the major current issues 
affecting Britain. It delves into the ideologies of 
liberalism, conservatism and the left, and also 
examines that of British Nationalism and _ its 
background. It contains extensive analyses of the 
British economy and political system. It looks at 
issues connected with freedom and order, the mass 
media, the environment, race and immigration, 
Northern Ireland, the Commonwealth, foreign 
policy and defence. It also gives a detailed outline 
of the development of the BNP and its predecessor 
organisations in Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages, it is partly 

autobiographical, giving an account of the author’s 
origins, early political awakening and subsequent 
life’s work. 
Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £3.90 p&p; paper- 
back £17.50 plus £3.05 p&p. Please send cheques 
to Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if = 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall ~ 
and the BNP 
stand for. 


Rally ‘98 video 
now available! 


_RALLY 98 


Video recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally 
November 29th 1998 


Hear:- 

NICK GRIFFIN 
DAVID BRUCE 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 
& OTHERS 


Spearhead Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


At last! The long-awaited video film of 
the British National Party’s 1998 Annual 
Rally is now available. The film was made 
with TV-quality Betacam equipment. After a 
decision by the BNP not to put it on the 
market, Spearhead took over the distribution 
and is now offering it for sale. 

The rally was possibly the best in the 
BNP’s history. It took place at a smart 
venue in the West Midlands after successful 
attempts had been made by political oppo- 
nents, including the Board of Deputies of 
British Jews, to get previous bookings of 
venues cancelled. 

As usual, the film features reports by 
regional and departmental representatives. It 
then goes on to the main items on the 
agenda, which are the speeches by Nick 
Griffin (then Publicity Director), Richard 
Edmonds (then National Organiser) and John 
Tyndall (then party leader). An especially 
touching feature is the hugely effective 
collecton appeal by Dave Bruce, which 
raised an amazing £12,000 for the all-impor- 
tant Euro Election Fund. Less than a month 
afterwards, Dave was no longer with us, 
having been tragically taken away by an 
unexpected heart attack. 

See and hear these speakers at this 
Stirring event as if you were there! 

The video is titled Rally ‘98 and is 
available at £15.92 post-free. To 
encourage BNP local units to buy it for 
resale at their meetings, we are offering 
a 33% per cent discount for all orders 
for three or over. Order from Spearhead 
Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Cheques or POs should be 
made out to Spearhead. 


TYNDALL IN NOTTINGHAM 


SPEARHEAD publisher and editor John 
Tyndall was the main guest speaker in a lively 
meeting in Nottingham on the 27th February. 

In addition, the meeting heard three 
supporting speakers. First, Clive Potter of 
Leicester BNP gave an interesting report on 
the party’s activities in his area. 

He was followed by Peter Baker of the 
Fenland unit. In a speech full of humour Mr. 
Baker spoke about the joys of multi-racialism 
now reaching the villages and hamlets of 
Britain, spreading like a bush fire with the 
recent influxes of asylum-seekers. He dealt 
also with the ‘dumbing down’ process visible 
in modern education and through the media, 
whereby many people are now growing up 
into large children rather than adults — with 
the current crop of politicians the most 
prominent manifestations of the trend. 

Phill Edwards, of the party’s Media 
Monitoring Group, spoke next. He said how 
absurd it is to call Britain a ‘moult-racial’ 
country when, according to official figures, a 
mere 5.6 per cent belong to the ethnic 
minorities. However, these minorities are, he 
saiC, grossly over-represented on the Comm- 
ission for Racial Equality — which is steadily 
making race relations worse rather than better. 

| John Tyndall spoke of the way in which 


orters so that we may remain solvent. 


appreciated. Thanks. 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the 
purpose of ensuring our magazine’s continued survival in new circum- 
stances in which it is going to be facing reduced sales throughout the 
branch network of the British National Party due to the decision of the 
party leadership to launch a new and separate magazine. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead will be asked to pay a subscription 
of a minimum of £10 a month, in return for which they may, if they 
wish, receive five copies of each monthly issue for redistribution (by 
whatever means they prefer). This subscription may be paid by ordinary 
cheque or monthly banker’s order, in which case details of our bank and 
account number will be supplied on request. 

In addition, Friends of Spearhead will be undertaking certain other 
promotions, details of which will be advertised as they occur. 

We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the 
UK but around the world, will rallly to help us in this new project. 

Friends of Spearhead can be contacted by posting to our usual 
address: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our supp- 


Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 
columns, itis impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle the magazine. 
Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of less 
than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be much 


people in Britain are being induced to forget 
their heritage and be unaware of their identity. 
We should not, he said, be ashamed of our 
past achievements but should loudly proclaim 
them when newcomers to the country start 
throwing their weight around and trying to put 
us down. Their history, he said, pales into 
insignificance when compared with ours. 


Nottingham: Tyndall speaks 


Page 27 


BRITAIN 
BACK 0 


OAPs get 
pathetic 
increase 
while pols 
look after ~~". 3 
es 7 ER er TEND DERI 


The miserly increase in pensions for next year amounts to no more than 75p a week — not 
quite enough for three first-class stamps. Feeling aggrieved? Well, when you reach 80 you'll be 
rewarded with the old-age premium of 25p, so you'll nearly have enough for another stamp! 


The British state pension represents just 15 per cent of average earnings — as against 65 per 
cent in Germany and 83 per cent in Italy. Who said these countries lost the war? 


When it comes to pay increases, the establishment has a different set of rules for its own. 
Forced to resign as a government minister after being found cruising for ‘gay’ sex on Clapham 
Common and you collect a £58,000 bonus. Compelled to quit your post after being caught 
taking a secret loan from a dodgy colleague, and you too receive the same bonus sum — and 
another top job very soon. Nice — if you can get it! 


Last year, MPs approved plans to spend £30 million just for bronze facing to their new office 
block. Nothing but the best for them — while pensioners have to scrimp and save for clothes, 
heating and food. 


LD FOLK: 
E QUEUE 


You'd be a lot better off if you were an ‘asylum-seeker’! 


Isn't it time to do something about this state of affairs. Why not use a couple of your ‘pension 
_ postage stamps’ to send for details of a party that puts pensioners first? With your help we can 
build a movement that will stamp out the cheapskates and crooks who infest our government. 


For more information on the 
British National Party, write 
and send 50Op to:- 


The Secretary 
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Tel. 07774 454893 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 


Page 28 Printed & published by Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


